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* MINUTES OFTHE CITY COUNCIL
CITY OF AUSTIN, TEXAS
Regular Meeting
November 9, 1978
9:00 A.M.

Council Chambers
301 West Second Street

The meeting was called to order with Mayor McClellan presiding.
Roll Call:

Present: Mayor McClellan, Hayor Pro Tem Cooke, Councilmembers Mullen,
Goodmam, Himmelblau, Snell, Trevino

Absent: None

The Invocation was delivered by Reverend Wayne G. Smith, pastor Faith
United Methodist Church,

JOE BRACY DAY

ayor Carole Keeton McClellan read and fssued a proclamation desig-
ntin$ Tuesday. Noveﬂber 14, 1978, as Joe Gracey Day in Austin. She urged
all citizens to joi#n her in redognizing the outstanding contributions Mr.
Gracey has made to the world of music and to Austin, Texas. Michael Priest
accepted the proclamation and thanked the Ceuncil.

WOMEN'S SOCCER LEAGUE DAY

Mayor McClellan read and issued & proclamttion ting Saturday,

November 11, 1878, as Wowen Soccer Laague in Austin Mgm %ﬁﬂ all citi-

zens in Austin to attend the Augtin Women's Soccer League third Invitational

m?rnt The pmlmtion was accepted by Jean A, Black, who thanked the
mcil,

m. PR:LPOTT DAY

or Pro Tem Cobke read a ﬁ»“ucimtian 1s.€ued by the Mayor MS ating
Novembe'?g. 1978, as Paul Philpott Bay in Bustin. He called on all citizens




—— : Ity or AUSTIN, TExAs—Novenper 9, 1978

to recognize Mr. Philpott's outstanding achievement and the honor he has
groug¥$ to our city. Mr. Philpott accepted the proclamation and thanked the
ouncil,

VETERAN'S DAY

Mayor McClellan read and {ssued a proclamation designating Saturday
November 11, 1978, as Veteran's Day in Austin., She called on all residents
to observe and participate in the ppprbqr‘late ceremonies by our City's veterans
otfjanization, and further called upon all citizens and businesses to mark this
day with proud display of the flag of the United States as a reaff{rmation of
our national unity and support of our nation on her defence of the course of
freedom. Ms, June Bell accepted the proclamation and thanked the Council.

ANERICAN EDUCATION WEEK

Mayor McClellan read and issued a proclamation designating the week
of November 12 through November 18, 1978, as American Education Week in Austin.
She urged all citizens to reaffiym their commitment to improving education on
all levels, and to translate that commitment into action by visiting local
schools, Mrs, Jan Down accepted and thanked the Council,

RELEASEMAREEASEMENTS
Mayor Pro Tem Cooke moved that theftounc11zadiﬁtﬁi?iﬁibiditahetaf ths

authowfey eniemaets? the following easement:

A twenty (20.00) foot Public Utility Easement in the vacated
West 7th Street Alley between Guadalupe and Lavaca Streets,
recorded in Volume 4663, Page 360, of the Deed Records of Travis
County, Texas, (Requested by Mr. Hal Hafner, representing
Capital National Bank) ’

The motion, seconded by Councilmember Goodman, carried by the following vote.
Ayes: Mayor McClellan, Mayor Pro Tem Cooke, COunc1lmcmbers Goodman,

Himmelblau, Mullen, Snell, Teevino
Noes: None
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CONTRACTS APPROVED

Mayor Pro Tem Cooke moved that the Council adopt a resolution to
approve the following contract:

HAROLD PEARSON - Construottsen -of an Electric Conduit
5906 Marilyn Drive f *‘System and Streetlight Foundations
Austin, Texas . ' for Dove Springs, Phase Three -

© $24,461.50

The motfon, seconded by Counéilmémber Goodman, carried by the following vote.

Ayes: Mayor McClellan, Mﬂyor Pro Tem Cooke, Councilmembers Goodman,
X nimmelblau. Mullen, Snell, Trevino
oes: None

or Pro Tem Cooke moved that the Council adopt a resolution to
approve the following contracts: |

Bid Award: - Pharmaceuticals for Brackenridge
Hospital & City Health Department -
$19001,885.63

UPJOHN COMPANY - $103,325.88

P.0, Box 5451
Dallas, Texas

SCHERING CORPORATION | - $73,418.32
9151 King Arthur Drive
Dallas, Texas

AMFAC DRUG SUPPLY COMPANY - $66,092.93
11927 Warfield
San Antonio, Texas

PARKE-DAVIS COMPANY - $62,724.67
?.0, Box 5206
Pallas, Texas

CUTTER LABORATORIES - $64,936.39
4542 McEwen Road
Dallas, Texas

MERCK SHARP DOHNE _ $48,646.79
925 111th Street
Arlington, Texas

E. R. SQUIBB & SONS - $47,964.43
P.0. Box 1530
Houston, Texas




SITY OF AUSTIN, Texas_November 9, 1978

ALPHA THERAPEUTICS - $41,610.00
820 Mission Street :
South Pasadena, California

MCGAW LABORATORIES - $40,145.00
3310 Quebec
Dallas, Texas

HOECHST PHARMACEUTICALS , - $37,110.17
Route 202-206 North E
Sumervi1le, New Jersey

ABBOTT LABORATORIES - $30,471.31
Hospital Ddvision

Abbott Park D361

North Chicago, I1linois

ROCHE LABORATORIES - $29,049.28
2727 Northaven Road
Dallas, Texas

WYETH LABORATORIES - $27,661.07
8717 Directors Row
Dallas, Texas

SQUTHWESTERN DRUG CORPORATION - $27,619.63
P.0.5Box 1231
San Antonio, Texas

BRISTOL LABORATORIES - $25,704.83
P.0. Box 657
Syracuse, New York

J.B., ROERIG COMPANY - $22,921.08
P.0. Box 22249
Dallas, Texas

PFIZERXHE
P.0. Box 22249
Dallas, Texas

GENTEC HOSPITAL SUPPLY - $20,706.96
2131 Theo Drive
Austin, Texas:

MCKESSON LABORATORIES - $17,707.89
1110 Hoef Avenue
San Antonio, Texas

SQUTHERN HOSPITAL SUPPLY - $16,438.42
PoOo BOX 66486 :
Houston, Texas

- $22,468.91
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ELKINS SINN, INC.
4116 Bronze Way
Dallas, Texas

S K & F LABORATORIES
1500 S5pring Garden Street
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania

HYLAND LABORATORLES
P.0. Box 2214
Costa Mesa, California

fiﬁ_w‘@‘h ABORATORIES
3129 Pinewood Drive
- Arlington, Texas

WARMER CHILCOTT LABORATORIES
201 Tabor Read
Morris,Plains, New Jersey

WINTHROP LABORATORIES
6627 Mapie Avenue
Dallas, Texas

G. D, SE it
Chicago, 11Tinods

BEECHAM LABORATORIES
P.0. Box 5883
Arlington, Texas

ORGANON PHARMACEUTICALS
375 Mt, Pleasant
West Orange, New Jersey

PHILIPS ROXANE LABUWATORIES
330 Oak Street
Columbus, Ohfo

AMERICAN PHARMACEUTICAL CO.
245 Fourth Street
Passiac, New Jersey

LEDERLE LABOQRATORIES
P.0. Box 5731
Dallas, Texas

WEST CHEMICAL COMPANY
42-16 West Street
Long Island @ity, New York

- $16,181.69
- $15,456.60
- $15,254,30
- $15,106.29
- $13,471.39
- $12,900,72
- $i2,689,28
-~ $12,720.64
- $8,104.32
- $7,461.97
- $7,368.20
- $2,217.09

- $6.971.08
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VITARINE COMPANY - $6,576.68
P.0, Box 35046

Dallas, Texas

BOEHRINGER INGELHEIM, LTD. - $6,479.69

P.O. Box 1467
Ridgefield, Connecticut

CIBA PHARMACEUTICALS - $5,580.24
7530 North Netchez Avenue
Niles, 111inois

EATON LABORATORIES - $5,235.88
P.0. Box 5490
Dallas, Texas

INVENEX LABORATORIES - $5,208.38
3175 Staley Road
Grand Island, New York

AYERST LABORATORIES - $5,177.23
3601 Executive Boulevard
Mesquite, Texas

TOTAL - $1,001,885.63
The motion, seconded by Councilmember Goodman, carried by the following vote.

Aves: Mayor McClellan, Mayor Pro Tem Cooke, Counétimenbers Goodman,
X gimmelblau, Mulleh, Snell, Trevino
oes: None

Mayor Pro Tem Cooke moved that the Council adopt a resolution to
approve the following contract:

BOUND TO STAY BOUND BOOKS, INC. - Prebound Juventle Books, Austin Public
West Morton Road Libraries - $45,000,00
Jacksonville, I1linois

The motion, seconded by Councilimember Goddman, carried by the following vote.
Ayes: Mayor McClellan, Mayor Pro Tem Cooke, Councilmembers Goodman,

Hinmelblau, Mullén, Snell, Trevind
Noes: None .
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ARMOUR OF AMERICA : - Police Equipment, Police Department
1760 Stewart Street Items 1 & 2 - $7,120.00
Santa Monica, California

The motion, seconded by Councilmember Goodman, carried by the following vote.
Ayes: Mayor McClellan, Mayor Pro Tem Cooke, Councilmembers Goodman,

Himmelblau, Mullen, Snell, Trevino
Noes: None

Mayor Pro Tem Cooke moved that the Counéil adopt a resolution to
approve the following contract:

BAILEYS HOUSE OF GUNS - Flashlights and traffic wands for
3626 Bluebonnet Street Pdlice Department
Houston, Texas Items 1 & 2 - $6,788.00

The motion, seconded by Counciimember Goodman, carried by the following vote.

Ayes: Mayor McClellan, Mayor Pro Tem Cooke, Counciimembers Goodman,
Himmelblau, Mullen, Snell, Trevino
Noes: None

Mayor Pro Tem Cooke moved that the Council adopt a resolution to
approve the following contract:

ROBERT JENTSCH - CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS PROGRAM -
P.0. Box 3343 Rosewood Community Center Tennis
Austin, Texas Court Improvements - $31,613.50

C.1.P. No. 77/86-27
The motion, seconded by Councilmember Goodman, carried by the following vote,

Ayes: Mayor McClellan, Mayor Pro Tem Cooke, CouncilImembers Goodman,
Himmelblau, Mullen, Snell, Trevino
Noes: None

Mayor Pro Tem Cooke maved that the Council adopt a resolution to
approve the following contract:

THE WHALE -~ Work Uniforms, Central Stores Division
Austin, Texas

The motion, seconded by Councilmimber Goodman, carried by the following vote,
Ayes: Mnyof McClellan, Mayor Pro Tem Cooke, Councilmembers Goodman,

Himmelblau, Mullen, Snell, Trevino
Noes: None
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Mqizr Pro Tem Cooke moved that the Council adopt a resolution to
approve following contracts:

Bid Award: L - Ready-Mix Concrete for various City
Departments,
Items 1.0 thru 3.0 awarded by 1ine item
to approgr1ate selilers based on ist, 2nd
and 3rd low bidder, etc. (Estimated
expenditure $210,000)

CENTEX MATERIALS, INC.
2525 Wallingwood Avenue
Austin, Texas

TEXAS INDUSTRIES, INC,
825 £d Bluestein Boulevard
Austin, Texas

CAPITAL AGGREGRAEES, INC.
Bolm Road
Austin, Texas

GENERAL ROOFING & SHEET METAL - Re-roof Municipal Building - $41,240
2601 West Adams
Temple, Texas

The motion, seconded by Councilimember Goodman, carried by the following vote.

Ayes: Mayor McClellan, Mayor Pro Tem Cooke, Councﬂmen'bers Goodman,
\ :1me1b1au. Mullen, Snell, Trevino
oes: None

PUBLIC HEARING SET

Mayor Pro Tem Cooke moved that the Council adopt a resolution to set
a Public Hearing for November 16, 1978, at 7:00 P.M, on bond qroposa‘ls. The
motion, seconded by Councilmember Goodman, carried by the following vote.

Ayes: Mayor McClellan, Mayor Pro Tem Cooke, Councilimembers Goodman,
N :‘lmlbhu. Mullen, Snen Trevine
oes: None

LIFT STATION AND FORCE MAIN IMPROVEMENT PROJECT

Mayor Pro Tem Cooke moved Ehat the Council adopt a resolution to select
Austin Testing Engineering, Inc. in connection with the design and construc-
tion phases of the Wpper Walnut Creek Wastewater Interceptor, Lift Station
and Main Improvement 1ect for the Nater & Wastewater Dagarmm. The mo-
tion, seconded hy Counct!member n carried by the following vote.

Ayes: Mayor McClellan, Mayor Pro Eem Cooke, Councilmembers Goodman,
Himmelblau, Mullen, Snell, Trewino
Noes: None
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Pro Tem Cooke moved that the Council adopt a resolution giving
authorization to contract with cultural agencles for FY '78-'79. (Council
approved funding on September 25, 1978) The motion, seconded by Council-
member Goodman, carried by the following vote:

Ayes: Mayor McClellan, Mayor Pro Tem Cooke, Councilmembers Goodman,
\ :1nnm1b1au. Mullen, Snell, Trevino
oes: None

MEDICAL ASSISTANCE PROGRAM

Mayor Pro Tem Cooke moved that the Council postpone until November
30, 1978, condideration to select a contractor for pharmaceuticals service
for the Medical Assistance Program.» The motion, seconded by Councilmember
Goodman, carried by the following vote:

Ayes: Mayor McClellan, Mayor Pro Tem Cooke, Counciimembers Goodman,
X gimmerTau. Mullen, Snell, Trevino
pes: None

PUBLIC HEARING SET

Mayor Pro Tem Cooke moved that the Council set a public hearing to
consider Central Business Distrdct Parking Ordinance, for 2:00 P.M. on
November 30, 1978. The motion, seconded by Councilmember Soodwan, carried
by the following vote:

Ayes: Mayor McClellan, Mayor Pro Tem Cooke, Counétlmembers Goodman,
X ‘gimmeTba1u. Mullen, Snell, Trevino
oes: None

CONTINUATION OF SOUTHERN UNION GAS COMPANY'S RATE INCREASE

Maﬂor McCldllan stated tha Council had before it the continustion of
Southern Union Gas Company's motion for rehearing on rate increase approved
by the City Council on October 16, 1978. She stated that Soythern Union Gas
Company would be allowed to present 1t's request for a rehearin? at this time
and that Don Butler who 1s our rate counselor will address the issue., The
Mayor emphasized that the action taken by the Counctl on October 16 was final
action on Southern Unton Gas Company's rate increase and if the Council takes
no ag;on today, the final actioh taken on October 16, 1978 will stand as
adopted. o

Mr. Laczko, district Vice President for Southern Union Gas Company,
addressed the Council as follows:

On October 26, 1978, .the City Council passed Qrdinance No. 78 1016-A

which among other things would #71w Southern Union Gas Company only $701,485,
or 17,96% of the $3,904,231 ansual rate increase proposed in its June 12, 1978
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Statement .of Intent. ' Approximately half of the increase in rates condition-
ally granted by the City Council would be paid back out as income taxes. The
remaining $350,532, in our opinion, clearly falls far short of meeting the
Company's true financial needs. We believe that the City has arbitrarily ad-
Jjusted revenues and expenses to the Company's detriment, improperly computed
the rate base, failed to provide the Company with an opportunity to earn a
rate of return on its investment and attempted to exercise powers beyond the
scope of its regulatory authority. :

In granting new rates the City had relied heavily upon the recommenda-
tion of 1ts .consultants, Hess & Lim. That recommendatfon, however, was the
product of loying -~ to a large degree -- ratemakin? prectices other than
those currently recognized as appropriate for application to natural gas utili-
ties in the State of Texas. More specifically, the City's consultané recom-
mended that this City Council:

Adopt an average year rate base instead of a year-end rate
base which in effect denies the Company an opportunity to
earn a return on all its property in servide at the end of
the test year;

Increase the amognt calculated for "age and condition" to
deshifé didwete dofresrt inomees Savsae it i1 a ted
to the true age and physical condition of the Company's

property;

Dedust from rate base the full amount of the reserve for
deferred federal income taxes, rather than limiting such
deduction to the amount of the working capital requirement;

Make no adjustment to ad valorem tax expense to reflect
known future changes;

Make arbitrary deductions in calculating the federal
income taxes associated with the Company's Central Texas
operations; and,

adjusted value rate base {s other than 60% original cost
less depreciation and 40% current cost new less an ad-

Justment for present age and condition.

To the further detriment offthe Company, the City's consultant made
various changes in the figures presented b{ the Coppany including, among
others, the elimination dgﬁthe dollowing: (a) all co?struction work in
progress included by the Company 1n rate base; (b) all adjustments necessary
to reflect year-end plant levels in calculating depreciation expense; (c) all
recognition of a prmosed change in depreciation rats; {d) all adjustments for
load growth during the test period; and, (e) previously authorized rate case
expense amounts. :

Determine that a reasonsble balance of the Company's
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Finally, the Hess & Lim report 1imits the Company to a return of only
12,75% on common equity which simply is not a fair rate of retarn. It is not
sufficient %o enable the Cpmpany to compete successfully for new capital, It
1s not sufficient to create and maintain confidence in the Company's financial
integrity. It does not compare favorably with the returns realized in other

- businesses of corresponding risk. And, 1t totally ignores current general

business and economic conditions.

We must decline to give an ungualified acceptance of the rate provisions
as conditioned in Ordinance No. 78 1016-A for éhe reasons stated above and
because the Company firmly believes that Part 3 of that ordinance constitutes
an attempt by the City Council to exercise powers not authorized or committed
to 1ts discretion or judgment by the laws or Constitution of the State of Texas.

In light of the foregoing, Southern Union respectfully requests that
the City Council reconsider its action &nd repeal Part 3 of the October 16,
1978 ordinance and amend such ordinance to provide rates which are just and
reasonable to both the Company and the customers it serves in the Austin area.
Because of the inflexible timetable for appeal, the Company requests the City
to take such curative action no later than at its regularly scheduled meeting
on Thursday, November 2, 1978.

Southern Union appreciates the privilege of serving Austin and its
citizens, A1l actions taken and to be taken by the Company in the instant
matter are intended to insure that 1t will continue to be able to furnish the
best possible gas service at all times.

Mr. Laczko stated there nwitmaiiiowdfy two 1tems the company requests
the Council to reconsider; : |

1. Gross amount of the increase
2. Repeal of part three of the Ordinance

Mr, Don Butler, rate counseidr for the City of Austin, reaffirmed, as
Mayor McClellan said, that the action taken by Councii on October 16, 1978,
was final and that there are certain limitations placed upon Council by the
Public Uti1ity Regulatory Act within which time you must proceed or else the
company has certain rights to place irites into effect under bond. Mr. Butler
went on to say he assumed Mr, Laczko's appearance at Council this morning
does net indicate agg position on the company's part, other than there was
final action on October 16, 1978, Mr. Laczko agreed that {t was correct. Mr,
Butler continued, sayin? that the reason Council is concerned about that is
because the company wouid have the right to put into effect under bond if you
continued the hearing ﬂrocess. go this is simg]y at Southern Union's uest.
He also added that we have filed a letter with you dated November 7, 1978,
which responds to the company's position. The increase which was gegnted by
the Council, represented a 12,758 return to the compagg of book equity, which
the consultants found to be reasonable as opposed #o the 21.9% return which
was requasted by Southern Union. We have cowered each item point by potnt in
our Tetter of October 16, and stated that 1f:4hwe are any questions he will
be delightad to try and answer them. He said thajtwe feel confident in the
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consultant's recommendation and in g0 far as the qualified prowision of the

Ordinance, the Council had a right to grant no increase to Southern Union,

and certainly Council 1is not denying Southern Union it's right of appeal to

82§°§a11§gad commission, they could have taken that appeal at any time after
er 16,

CounciImember Goodman asked ¥ there was any action required of Council
this morning and was told no, Mayor McClellan then asked if there was anyone
there representing ACORN. Mr. Rod Nelson was there representing ACORN and
stated that he had no comment at this time to concur with Mr. Butler's posi-
tion. He agreed that the rate consultant's report was well documented and
that the concerns raided at this were not substantial. The Mayor then asked
Mr. Laczko 1f he had any further comments. Mr. Laczko stated the position of
Southern Union Gas was clearly stated in their letter, Mr, Goodman then re-
commended that no action be #aken and that Council proceed to the next item.
Hgyo:egcclel1an recommended that the final action be al3owed to stand as
adopted.

POPPY GIRL

Miss Theresa Milligan, Poppy Girl, was introduced to the Mayor and
Counciimembers and gave Mayor McClellan a poppy corsage.

SPEED ZONE MODIFICATION
Mayor McClellan introduced the following ordinance:

AN QRDINANCE AMENDING SUBSig;F%? {b) OF SECTION 21-42 OF THE AUSTIN CITY CODE
OF 1967, MAKING A CERTAIN ADDITION TO SAID SUBSECTION, THEREBY DECLARING THE
MAXIMUM PRIMA FACIE SPEED LIMITS UPON THAT CERTAIN STREET OR WIGHWAY WITHIN
THE CORPORATE LIMITS OF THE CITY OF AUSTIN, PURSUANT TO AND IN ACCORDANCE WITH
THE PROVISIONS OF THE "UN}F@RH ACT REGULATING TRAFFIC ON HIGMWAYS" (VERNON'S
ANN. CIV. ST., ART. 6701d); REPEALDNG ALL ORDINANCES IN CONFLICT WITH THIS
ORDINANCE; SUSPENDING THE RULE REQUIRING THE READING OF ORDINANCES ON THREE
SEPARATE DAYS; AND BECLARING AN EMERGENCY, '

CounciImember Himmelblau moved that the Council waive the requirement
for three readings, declare an emergency and finally pass the ordinance. The
motion, seconded by Councilimember Goodman, carried by the following vote:

Ayes: Mayor Pro Tem Cooke, Councilmembers Goodman, Himmelblau, Mullen,
Snell, Trevino, Mayor McClellan
Noes: None

The Mayor announced that the ordinance had been finally passed..

Addition: Subsection b - 40

ON Northland Drive = FROM 118 feet we ghtand  TO West City Limits
(R.M. 2222) Hi1ls Circle (Sta. 458+18) (Sta. 421+94)
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_ ABANDONED MOTER VEHICLES
Mayor McClellan introduced the following ordinance:

Counciimember Himmelblau moved that the Council waive the requirement for
three readings, declare an emergency and finally pass the ordinance. The
motion, seconded by Counci Imember Goodman, carried by the following vote:

Ayes: Mayor Pro Tem Cooke, Councilmembers Goodman, Himmelblau,
Mullen, Snell, Trevino, Mayor McClellan
Noes: None

The Mayor announced that the ordinance had been finally passed.

AID TO VICTIMS IN DISTRESS

Mayor McClellan brought up the following ordinance for its third
reading:

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING ORDINANCE NO. 780925-A, ANNUAL BUDGET ORDIMMMCE -FOR FIS-
CAL YEAR 1978-79, BY APPROPRIATING FUNDS FROM THE 1978-79 GENERM. FUND ENDING
BALANCE FORSWMIWRTING EXPENSES ASSOCIATED WITH A PREVIOUS TITLE ¥I COMPREHEN-
SIVE EMRLOYMENT AND TRAINING ACT GRANT TO THE AID TO VICTIMS IN DISTRESS
(AVID) PROGRAM; PROVIDING FOR AN EFFECTIVE DATE; AMD PECLARING AN EMERGENCY.

The ordinance was read thg'third time, and Councllimember Himmilﬁidu
moved that the ordinance be finally passed. The motion, seconded by Council-
member Goodman, carried by the following vote:

Ayes: Councilimembers Goodman, Snell, Trevino, Mayor McClellan
Noes: Mayor Pro Tem Cooke, Councilmepbers Himmelblau, Mullen

The Mayor announced that the ordinance had been finally passed.
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ZONING ORDINANCES
Mayor McClellan introduced the following ordinance:

AN ORDINANCE ORDERING A CHANGE IN USE AND HEIGHT AND AREA AND CHANGING THE USE
MO %NF'OFLCNG{‘JSAREA MAPS ACCOMPANWING CHAPTER 45 OF THE AUSTIN CITY CODE OF

8 7 ACRE TRACT OF LAND, LOCALLY KNOWN AS 1900-2110 EAST 3R STREET, 1901-

#¥% STREET, ALSO BOUNDED BY .CHICON STREET AND CANADIAN STREET; FROM

"D" IMNST‘RML THIRD HEIGHT AND AREA DISTRICT; ; “C" COMMERCIAL, SECOND HEIGHT
AND AREA DISTRiCT. AND "B" RESIDENCE, SECOND HEIGHT AND AREA DISTRICT TO "A"
RESIDENCE, FIRST HEIGMT AND AREA DISTRICT; SAID PROPERTY BEING LOCATED IN
MJSTIN, TRAVIS COUNTY, TEXAS; SUSPENDING THE BALE REQUIRING THE READING OF
ORDINANGES ON THREE SEPARATE DAYS; AND PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE. (Austin
Indepegiisénsciobdoli Btetet;t(l4- 78- 141)

Counciimember Himmeiblau moved that the Counctl waive the requirement
for three readings, declare an emergency and finally pass the ordinance., The
motion, seconded by Councilmember Goodman, carried by the following vote:

Ayes: Mayor Pro Tem Cooke, Councilmembers Goodman, Himmelblau, Mu]len.
Seevino

Noes: None

Abstain: Mayor NcClellan, Councilmember Snell*

The Mayor announced that the ordinance had been finally passed.

Mayor McClellan introduced the following ordinance:

AN ORDINAMCE ORDERING A CHANGE IN USE AND HEIGHT AND AREA AND CHANGING THE USE
ng&rﬁg&;& f«u?sAREA MAPS ACCOMPANYING CHAPTER 45 OF THE AUSTIN CITY CODE OF

1 .

LOT 7, BLOCK 5, CHARLES JOHNSON SUBDIVISION, LOCALLY KNOWN AS 2306 LAKE AUSTIN
BOULEVARD; FROM "A" RESIDENCE, FIRST HEISHT AND AREA DISTRICT T& “LR" LOCAL
RETAIL, FIRST HEIGHT AND AREA DISTRICT; SAID PROPERTY BEING LOGATED m Absm.
TRAVIS COUNTY, TEXAS; SUSPENDING THE RULE REQUIRING THE : .

ON THREE SEPARATE DAYS: AND PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE. Jenimiiiibge '

Counct Imember Himmelblau moved that the Counci] waive the requirement
for three readings, declare an emergency and finally pass the ordinance. The
motion, seconded by Councilimember Goodman, carried by the following vote:

Ayes: Mayor Pro Tem Cooke, Councilmembers Goodman, Himmelblau, Mullen,
Trevino

Noes: Kone

Abstain: Meyor McClellan, Councilmember Snell*

The Mayor announced that the ordinance had been finally passed,
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ITY OF AUSTIN, TEXAS:.

Mayor McClellan introduced the following ordinance:

AN ORDINANCE ORDERING A CHANGE IN USE AND HEIGHT AND AREA AND CHANGING THE USE
AND HEIGHT AND AREA MAPS ACCOMPANYING CHAPTER 45 OF THE AUSTIN CITY CODE OF
1967 AS FOLLOWS:

A 3,176 ACRE TRACT OF LAND, LOCALLY KNOWN AS 7801-7823 NORTH I. H. 35 AND 800-
828 U, S, HIGHWAY 183; FROM INTERIM "A" RESIDENCE, INTERIM FIRST HEIGHT AND
AREA msﬂucr TO "C" COMMERCIAL, SECOND HEIGHT AND AREA DISTRICT; SAID PRO-
PEAZYIEING LOCATED IN AUSTIN, TREVIS COUNTY, TEXAS; SUSPENDING THE RULE RE-

* 3. THE READING OF ORDINANCES ON. THREE SEPARATE DAYS; AND PROVIDING AN =
"DATE. (Stesmd Benson, C14-78<164)

Counciimember Himwelblau moved that the Council waive the requirement
for three readings, declare an emergency and finally pass the ordinance. The
motion, seconded by Councilmember Goodman, carried by the following vote:

Ayes: Mayor Pro Tem Cooke, Councilmembers Goodman, Himmelblau, Mullen,
\ gne11 Trevino, Mayor McClellan
oes: None

The Mayor announced that the ordinance had been finally passed.

Mayor McClellan introduced the following ordinance:

AN ORDINANCE OQRDERING A CHANGE IN USE AND HEIGHT AND AREA AND CHANGING THE USE
QggyﬂggﬁgthgasAREA MAPS ACCOMPANYING CHAPTER 45 OF THE AUSTIN CITY CODE OF

A 7,694 SQUARE FOOT TRACT OF LAND, LOCALLY KNOWN AS 13609 RESEARCH BOULEVARD;
FROM INTERIM "AA" RESIDENCE, INTERIM FIRST HEIGHT AND AREA DISTRICT TO "Q"
OFFICE, FIRST HEIGHT AND AREA DISTRICT; SAID PROPERTY BEING LOCATED IN AUSTIN,
TRAVIS AND WILLIAMSON COUNTIES, TEXAS; "SUSPENDING THE RULE REQUIRING THE
READING OF ORDINANCES ON THREE SEPARATE DAYS; AND PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE.
(By William B, Pohl, C14-78-167)

Counci Imember Himmelblau moved that the Council waive the requirement
for three readings, declare an emergency and finally pass the ordinance, The
motion, seconded by Councilimember Goodman, carried by the following vote:

Ayes: Mayor Pro Tem Cooke, Councilmembers Goodman, Himmelblau, Mullen,
Noe gnell, Trevino, Mayor McCléllan
s: None

The Mayor announced that the ordinance had been finally passed.
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Mayor McClellan introduced ﬁhe_follow1ng ordinance:

AN ORDIRANCE ORDERING A CHANGE IN USE 'AND HEIGHT AND AREA AND CHANGING THE USE
AND HEIGHT AND AREA MAPS ACCOMPANYING :CHAPTER 45 OF THE AUSTIN CITY CODE OF
1967 AS FOLLOWS: o |

A 504 SQUARE FOOT TRACT OF LAND, LOGALLY KNOWN AS 1332 WESF. BEN WHITE BOULEVARD;
FROM “GR* GENERAL RETAIL, FIRST HEIGHT :AND AREA DISRTICT TU™C"CCOMMERCIAL,
FIRST HEIGHT AND AREA DISTRICT4 SAID PROPERTY BEING LOCATED IN AUSTIN, TRAVIS
COUNTY, TEXAS; SUSPENDING THE RULE REQUIRING THE READING OF ORDINANCES ON
;&_gﬁgls).enmé DAYS; AND PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE. (Stgmor Covporation, Cl4-

Counciimember Himmelblau moved that the Council waive the requirement
for three readings, declare an emergency and finally pass the ordinance. The
motion, seconded by Councilmember Goodwan, carried by the following vote:

Ayes: Mayor Pro Tem Cooke, Councilmembers Goodman, Himmelblau, Mullen,
Trevino

Noes: None

Abstain: Mayor McClellan, Councilmember Snell:*

The Mayor announced that the ordinance had been finally passed.

Mayor McClellan introduced the following ordinance:

AN ORDINANCE ORDERING A CHANGE IN THE USE AND HEIGHT AND AREA AND CHANGING THE
USE AND HEIGHT AND AREA MAPS ACCOMPANYING CHAPTER 45 OF THE AUSTIN CITY CODE
OF 1967 AS FOLLOWS: ...
TRACT 1: THREEESSERREST EES FEET OF THE WESTERNMOST 203 FEET OF THE SOUTHERM-
WY 125 FEET, OF OUTLOT 31,.DIVISION E, ORIGINAL CITY OF AUSTIN, FROM "0"
OFFICE, SECOND HEIGHT AND AREA DISTRICT TO "LR" LOCAL RETAIL, FOURTH HEIGHT AND
AREA DISTRICT; AND,
TRACT 2: A 1,4 ACRE TRACT OF BAND, SAVE AND EXCEPT THE EASTERNMOST 66 FEET OF
RNMOST 203 FEET OF THE SOUSHERNMOST 128 FEET OF QUTLOT 31, DIVISION E,
ORIGINAL CITY OF AUSTIN, WEREINABOVE DESCRIBED AS TRACT 1, FROM "C" COMMERCIAL,
THIRD HEIGHT AND AREA DISTRICT TO “C* COMMERCIAL, FOURTH HEIGHT AND AREA
DISTRICT: ALL OF SAID PROPERTY BEING KNOWN AS 400-412 WEST 15¥H STREET, 1507-
1515 SAN ANTONIO, 401-421 WEST 16TH STREET AND 1500-1518 GUADALUPE; SAID PRO-
PERTY BEING LOCATED IN AUSTIN, TRAVIS COUNTY, TEXAS; SUSPENDING THE RULE RE-
QUIRING THE READING OF ORDINANCES ON THREE SEPARATE DAYS; AND PROVIDING AN
EFFECTIVE DATE..{Ruben H. Johnson, ¥rustee, C14-78-176)

Counci Imember Himmelblay moved that the Cuis¥NLRNive the requirement
for three readingg,declare an emerganey and finally pass the ordinance. The
motion, seconded by Counciimember Goodman, carried by the following vote:

Ayes: Mayor Pro Tem Cooke, Councilmembers Goodman, Himmelblau, Mullen,
. Trevino

Noes: None

Abstain: Mayor McClellan, Councilmember Snell*

The Mayor announced that the ordimmnce had been finally passed;  <:.
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Mayor McClellap introduced the following ordinance:

AN ORDINANCE SRDERING A CHANGE IN USE AND HEIGHT AND AREA AND CHANGING THE USE
AND HEIGHT AND AREA MAPS ACCOMPANYING CHAPTER 45 OF THE AUSTIN CITY CODE OF
1967 AS FOLLOWS: o

LOTS 2, 3 AND 4, FRED C. MORSE SUBDIVISION NO. 6, SAVE AND EXCEPT THE EASTERN-
MOST 25 FEET, WHICH IS HEREBY ZONED "A" RESIDENCE, FIRST HEIGHT AND AREA DIS-
TRICT; LOCALLY KNOWN AS 8023-8043 BURNET ROAD; FROM INTERIM “A" RESIDENCE,
INTERIM FIRST HEIGHT AND AREA DISTRICT AND INTERIM "AA" RESIDENCE, INTERIM.£¢
FIRST HEIGHT AND AREA DISTRICT TO "GR" GENERAL RETAIL, FIRST HEIGHT AND AREA
DISTRICT; SAID PROPERTY BEING LOCATED IN AUSTIN, TRAVIS COUNTY, TEXAS; SUS-
PENDING THE RULE REQUIRING THE READING OF ORDINANCES ON THREE SEPARATE DAYS;
AND PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE. (Fred C. Morse, C14-78-158)

Counciiméibbr Himmelblau moved that the Council waive the requirement
for three readings, declare an emergency and f1na11{ pass the ordinance. The
motion, seconded by Councilmember Goodman, carried by the following vote:

Ayes: Mayor Pro Tem Cooke, Counciimembers Goodman, Himmelblau, Mullen,
Trevino

Noes: None

Abstain: Mayor McClellan, Councilimember Snell*

The Mayor announced that the ordinance had been finally wassedassed.

Mayor McClellan introduced the following ordinance:

AN ORDINANCE ORDERING A CHANGE IN USE AND HEIGHT AND AREA AND CHANGING THE USE
ﬂgyuﬁgsg& )L\NOSSAREA MAPS ACCOMPANYING CHAPTER 45 OF THE AUSTIN CITY CODE OF
LOTS 20, 21 AND 22, BLOCK 8, HYDE PARK ADDITION NO, 2, LOCALLY KNOWN AS 3900
AVENUE C (OLIPHANT E); FROM "B RESIDENCE, SECOND HEIGHT AND AREA DISTRICT
TO "B-H" RESEDENCE-HISEORIC, SEEGHBDHEIGHT AND AREA DISTRICT; SALD PROPERTY
BEING LOCATED IN AUSTIN, TRAVIS COUNTY, TEXAS; SUSPENDING THE RULE REQUIRING
THE READING OF ORDIRANCES ON THREE SEPARATE DAYS; AND PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE.
DATE . (ORIPRANTHOESE, C14hv34-008)

Counciimember Himmelblau moved that the
for three readings, declare an emergency and fin
motion, seconded by Councilmember Goodman, carri

,'“ﬂfl‘waive therrequirement
£} g pass the ordinance. The
ed bytthe following vote:

Ayes: ?ayo: Pro Tem Cooke, Councilmembers Goodman, Himmelblau, Mullen,
reving

Noes: None S . ,

Abstain: Mayor McClellan, Councilmember Snell* ¢

The Mayor announced ghat thesordinance had been finally paesedassed. -
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Nayor McCiellan 1ntrodd¢ed:the‘fol1ow1ng ordinance:

AN ORDINANCE ORDERING A CHANGE IN USE AND HEIGHT AND AREA AND CHANGING THE USE
AND HEIGHT AND AREA MAPS ACCOMPANYING CHAPTER 45 OF THE AUSTIN CITY CODE OF
1967 AS FOLLOWS: S ‘

ALL OF THE NORTH HALF OF LOT 3 AND ALL OF LOT 4, AND 6 FEET, MORE OR LESS, OFF
OF THE SOUTH SIDE OF LOT 5, BLOCK 84, ORIGINAL CITY; LOCALLY KNOMN AS 713-715
CONGRESS AVENUE (PARAMOUNT THEATRE); FROM "C" COMMERCIAL, SECOND HEIGHT AND
AREA DISTRICT TQ "C-H" COMMERCIAL-HISTORIC, SECOND HEIGHT AND AREA DISTRICT:
SAID PROPERTY BEING LOCATED IN AUSTIN, TRAVIS COUNTY, TEXAS; SUSPENPING THE
RULE REQUIRING THE READING OF ORDINANCES ON THREE SEPARATE DAYS; AND PROVIDING
AN EFFECTIVE DATE, (Paramount Theatre, C14h-78-038)

Counci1member Himmelblau moved that the Council walve the requirement
for three readings, declare an emergency and finally pass the ordinance. The
motion, seconded by Councilmember Goodman, carri{ed by the following vote:

Ayes: Mayor Pro Tem Cooke, Councilmembers Goodman, Himmelblau, Mullen,
Trevino

Noes: None

Abstain: Mayor McClellan, Councilmember Snell¥

TRmMayor announced that the ordinence had been finally passed.
Mayor McClellan introduced the fo110wing ordinance:

AN ORDINANCE ORDERING A CHANGE IN USE AND HEIGHT AND AREA AND CHANGING THE USE
AND HEIGHT AND AREA MAPS ACCOMPANYING CHAPTER 45 OF THE AUSTIN CITY CODE OF
1967 AS FOLLONS: N

LOT 16, BLOCK 6, BROAD ABMES ADDITION, LOCALLY KNOWN AS 5505 JEFF DAVIS STREET;
FROM “A" RESIDENCE, FIRST HEIGHT AND AREA DISTRICT TO “BB* RESIDENCE, FIRST
HEIGHT AND AREA DISTRICT; SAID PROPERTY BEING LOCATED IN AUSTIN, TRAVIS COUNTY,
TEXAS; SUSPENDING THE RULE REQUIRING THE READING OF ORDINANCES ON THREE SEPA-
RATE DAYS; AND PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE. (H.C. Byler, C14-78-170)

CounciImember Himmelblsu msved that the Council waive the requirement
for three readings, declare an emergency and finaTIt pass the ordinance. The
motion, seconded by Councilmember Goodman, carried by the following vote:

Aves: ?qyo: Pro Tem Cooke, Counctlimembers Goodman, Himmelblau, Mullen,
revino

Noes: None .

Abstain: Mayor McClellan;, CounciImember Snell*

The Mayor M¥nnounced that the ordinance had been finally passed.

*+Mayor McClellan and Counctimember Snell ware out of town at the time
of the public hearing and wanted the record to #gflect this with their vote.
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Mayor McClellan introduced the following erdinance:

AN ORDINANCE ORDERING A CHANGE -IN ESE AND HEIGHT AND AREA AND CHANGING THE BSE
?;ETHgG%Lt‘SSSAREA MAPS ACCWANYING CHAPTER 45 OF THE AUSTIN CITY CODE OF

A 6,65 ACRE TRACT OF LAND, LOCALLY KNOWN AS MIDDLE FISKVELLE ROAD; FROM INTERIM
"A* RESIDENCE, INTERIM FIRST HEIGHT. AREA DISTRICT TO "“A" RESIDENCE, FIRST
HEIGHT AND AREA DISTRICT AND "C" COMMERCIAL, FIRST HEIGHT AND AREA DISTRICT;
SAID PROPERTY BEING LOCATED IN AUSTIN, TRAVIS COUNTY, TEXAS; SUSPENDING THE
RULE REQUIRING THE READING OF ORDINANCES ON THREE SEPARATE DAYS; AND PROVIDING
AN EFFECTIVE DATE. (Thomas T. Smith, €14-78-057) '

Counc{ Imember Himmelblau moved that the Council waive the requirement
for three readings, declare an amergency and finally pass the ordinance. The
motion, seconded by Councilmember Goodman, carried by the foldowing vote:

Ayes: Mayor Pro Tem Cooke, Councilmembers Goodman, Himmelblau, Mullen,

Snell, Trevino, Mayor McClellan :
Noes: None

#45811y passed.

A Yo ST

oSt et endl M kR AR eBAO

Mayor McClellan introduced the following ordinance:

Counci tmember Hinmelblaw maved that the Ceuntﬂ waive the requirement
for three readings, declare an emergency and finally pess the ordinance. The
motion, seconded by Counciimember Goodmmn, carr‘led,ﬁy the following vote:

Ayes: Mayor Pro Tem Cooke.'](:ounci'lmrs Gbamﬂ. Himmelblau, Mullen,
X anen. Trevino, Mayor McClellan
oes: None

The Mayor announced that the ordinance had been finally passed.
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Mayor McClellan introduced tHe following ordinance:

AN ORDINANCE ORDERING A CHANGE IN USE AND HEIGHT AND AREA AND CHANGING THE USE
AND HEIGHT AND AREA MAPS ACCOMPANYING CHAPTER 45 OF THE AUSTIN CITY CODE OF
1967 AS FOLLOWS: ‘ ,

A 33.019 ACRE TRACT OF BAND, LOCALLY KNOWN AS F.M, 969 AND JOHNNY MORRIS ROAD;
FROM INTERIM "A" RESIDENCE, INTERIM FIRST HEIGHT AND AREA DISTRICT T0 "DL"
LIGHT INDUSTRIAL, FIRST HEIGHT AND AREA DISTRICT; SAID PROPERTY BEING LOCATED
IN AUSTIN, TRAVIS COUNTY, TEXAS; SUSPENDING THE RULE REQUIRING THE READING OF
ORDINANCES O THREE SEPARATE DAYS: AND PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DARE. (Wainut
Hollow Business Park, Cl4-7€:097)

Councimember Himmelblau moved that the Council waive the requirement
for three readings, declare an emergency and fina'l‘lg pass the ordinance. The
motion, seconded by Councilmember Goodman, carried by the following vote:

Ayes: Mayor Pro Tem Cooke, Councilmembers Goodman, Himmelblau, Mullen,
N :nen. Trevino, Mayor McClellan
oes: None '

FapoMayor announced that the ordinance had been finally passed.

BOARDS AND COMMISSIONS

Mayor McClellan announced that the following Board and Commission
appointments will be made November 16, 1978:

Building Standards Commission, 3;
Vending Commission, 1;

Community Development Commission, 13
M/MR CosessESien, 1;

Wrecker Standards -Egdmission, 7;
Medical Assistance Advisory Board,99
Construction Advisory Committee, 4;
Human Relations Commission, 7;
Electric BoardaitTIbheyeesuniGituted;
On Going Goals Committee, 6

Dental Advisory Committee, 2;

B8N CANCELLED

Mayor McClellan ct'nce‘l}hd l'.l!m work session to discuss fegislative p
Program for the 1979 Legislative Session, scheduled for Novewber 14,
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WASTEWATER APPROACH MAIN

Mayor Pro Tem Cooke moved that the Council approve the following
Wastewater Approach Main: ‘

ANNCO INC, - For construction of a 15" wastewater
‘ approach main to serve the Meadows at
Travis Oaks Subdivisfon. (Estimated
cost to the City will be $37,000 if
annexed within one year)

The motion, seconded by Councilmember Snell, carried by the following vote.

Ayes: Councilmembers Himmelblau, Mullen, Snell, Mexti#tClellan,
Mayor Pro Tem Cooke
Noes: None :
Not in goungi] Chamber when Roll was called: Counciimembers Goodman,
revino

LAKE AUSTIN METROPOLTARN? RARKWMKEERLINE

Council had before it for condideration the authorization of an agree-
ment between the City of Austin and Glendale developers for #nstallation of
a waterléne at Lake Austin Metropolitan Park.

Councilmember Himmelblau asked 1f the City would be compensated if
they do give the easement, Mr, Curtis Johnson, Director of Water and Waste-
water answered, “Not in a specified dollar figure. However we do have the i
benefit of the contract that would have quite a high value to it I would think:"
"Why wouldn't we have both?" Counciimember HimmelbdMiasked. ™I suppose there
could be both, however it is -our recommendation that simply the one provision
was adequate,” answered Mr. Johnson, Mr. Davidson, City Manager, stated, "If
we were not recommending the additional contract terms we would most certainly
have recommended some remuneration fo' bhe easement but we do think the con-
tract terms are more valuable." Mr. Johnson said it {s difficult to put a
precise figure on it but that thetiwas of the céntract will benefit the city
for about $150-200,000 in all.

Motion

Counciimember Himmelblay moved that the Council adopt a resolution
for an agreement between the City of Austin and Glendale developers for in-
stallation of a waterline at Lake ‘Austin Metropolitan Park. The motion,
seconded by Counciimember Mullen, carried by the following vote:

Ayes: Councilmembers Himmelblau, Mullen, Snell, Trevino, Mayor Pro
Tem Cooke "
:m; 2:“ 11 Chamber whest Rg11 Called: Mayor McClell
ot in Counc v whent Ryl was Called: or McClellan
CounciImember Goodman '

Thiﬁwresolution was adépted again, after the public hearing.

J
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¢  CETA TITLE Y1 SUBCONTRACTORS
' MBNISTRATIVE COSTS

Council had before it for consideration options for administradive
costs of CETA Title VI subcontractors. Mayor Pro Tem Cooke pointed owt that
whén this was discussed at a previous Council Meeting it was "allowing ad-
min{strative costs to be Bassed through and staff would be made ag ré_of that
policy as is mandated by D.0.L. and Congress that it {s an availalbilg option,
It would be on a selective basis, based on need and determined an the gtaff
level and {f need be it would come to Council, but hopefully that would not
arise,” Councilmember Trevino said that it would be preferable to take care
of this administratively but that the agency would have a right 30 appeal to
Council, Councilmember Himmelblau pointed out that the funds will not be used
for capital equipment.

as what 1s being done now. Mayor Pro K&l Cooke aatid he thought they were being
arbitraky in that decisfon and felt that they were getting more "bucks for the
Fedeeal dollar by not having that oﬁtion is certainly a point of view that I
have trouble with because 1t says that we arbitrarily determine that it would
be best spent in providin? city jobs to the manpower diyision rather that pro-
viding that ogtion which {s allowed for in Federal statutes to any contracting
agency we mi? t administer., I've looked at this as a member of MAPC and I
feel that this option should be avajlable. It should be prudeatly adminiséw: o
tered." He went on to say that he did not think that every agenc{h:as going

to want this but that it should be judged by previous need, ﬁ us their current
and projected need. He thought that if this has to be brought to Council too
many times for a decision then they would need to make dramatic and forth-
right statements to staff about decisions. There was discussion among Council-
members as to whether this would encourage more agencies to come before Coun-
cil. Councilmember Mullen stated, "The problem is that when the flexibility

is known we are going to get every case that is rejected." Mayor Pro Tem

Cooke again commented that there would have to be some specifics as to why

an agency would need the ¥, Councilmember Himmelblau thought that if it

is available they are going to want it. Councilmember Goodman gaid he did

not think there would be a rash of applications.

Counci Imember Mullen wondered if this would be as effective, cost-wise,

Motion

- Mayor Pro Tem Cooke moved that the Counci] adopt a resolution that
administrative costs of CETA Title ¥I subcontractors, when needed, should be
no higher than 7k,

SROONM to the Motion and Friendly Amendment

The motion was seconded by Councilmember Goodman, who also offered a
friendly amendment to accept staff recommendatfons: (1) That administrative
funding not be made available to public entities such as pity, county or
state project operators; (2) That these funds not be used for the purchase
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of capital equipment or for the ¢tiligation of non-PSE personal cost allocation

plans; (3) That these funds be targéted toward start-up costs of new demon-

stration projects only; and (4) that allowable costs be limited to trans-
ptation, building/or equipment rentals, utilities, anddexpendable supplies.
or Pro Tem Cooke accepted the friendly amendment.

Mayor McClellan told Council that she has concern about administrative
costs, Councilmember Goodman stated that the limitations to the motion which
he added would set aside a maximum of $65,000.00 with the gurrent profile of
PSE contractors theough the fiscal year of 1979. There wasmmore discussion
concerning who would aﬁply. who would be denied, etc. Mayor Pro Tem Cooke
pointed out that the whole CETA ﬁrogram has come under a great deal of scru-
tiny by Congress this year and there 1s concern that we are not getting the
most for our money.

Roll Call on Motion
WHATABAT Cofi1the motion to adopt a resolution that administrative

costs of CETA Title VI subcontractors, when needad, should be no higher
than 7%%, showed kpe following vote:

Ayes: Councflmembers Snell, Trevino, Mayor Pro Tem Cooke, Council-
member Goodman

Noes: Councilmember Mullen, Mayor McClellan

Not in Council Chamber when roll was called: Councilmember Himmelblau

PUBLIC HEARING - LAKE AUSTIN METROPQLITAN PARK WATER LINE EASEMENT

Hgyorﬁgggaéllan opendd the public hearing scheduled for 10:00 A.M.
on &he proposed Water Line Easement at Lake Austin Metropolitan Park. She
announced, “We were acting a 11ttle bit too swiftly a Tittle while ago, and

1 apologize, I w;: gut of the room. We authorized an agreement for a water
1ine in Lake Austin Metropolitan Park before we had this 10:00 A.M. public

hear1Q%,-_The Council did take action and authorize thai agreement beEwéénjthe
CTgaotiAvdbnsamiiikentike [hgvetoperhy aSKednsked T anpube wascptedanings:
Spedk-tpihEpiittrnaasidgi rand, § €90, cOhEY coulinpédeansider théivialtide."

Hoeonepl “be Bezhdard. .

tion

‘ Mayor Pro Tem Cooke moved that the Council close the public hearing
and that it be the finding of the City Council that there is no feasible and
prudent alternatise to the use of this land for the purpose of a waterline -
and that this project ‘lncl:l;de;s?;f-gi?i:i piaiile planning to minimize harm to
such Tand as a park, and further move that the City Council adopt a resolution
to estabifsh & 20 foot waterline easement, the same being out of and a part of
that certain tract of land out of the A.C. Bull Survey No. 607% (as described
in field nates); and to adoqt a resblution authorizing an agreement between
the City of Austin and Glenlake Devalopars for installation of a waterline at
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Lake Austin Metrogol{tan Park.  The motion, seconded by Counciimember Goodman,
carried by the following vote:

Ayes: Cpuncilmembers Spell, Teevino, Mayor McClellan, Mayor Pro Tem
Cooke, Councilmember Goodman

Noes: None

Not in Council Chamber when roll was called: Councilmember Himmelblau

BETERANS DAY BREAKFAST

Mr. A.T. Mullins, representing American Legion Post #83, appeared be-
fore Council to extend an invitation to Countil members to attend Veterans
Day Breakfast at Post 83 from 6:30 a.m. to 10:00 a.m., November 11, 1978,

THOROUGHBRED ESTATES

- Mr. Leroy Lange, who had requested to appear before Council for approval
of preliminary plat on the Thoroughbred Estates Subdivision, did not appear.

ALLIED SCIENCE &IBRARY

Mr. John Doe, requested to air grievance concerning the abrupt cut
back in hours of the Allied Science Library at Brackenridge Hospital. He
34 Council that the cut back in hours were the most important ones for stu-
dents; those after class and on the weekend. He asked for a public hearin
s0 that concerned citizens would be able to air their views. or McClellan
informed Mr. "Doe" that i1t would take time and money to do what he asked. She
said the Allied Science Library is a cooperative venture with Austin Community
College and the City of Austin, The City funds 40 hours a week for the library,
She said the college could pick up the other hours. She went on to say that
exffensive public hearings had been held during the budget hearings and Coun-
cil had to set priorities. Mayor Pro Tem Cooke commented that ACC had ob-
1{gations to their own students and that Mr. Doe should seek help there,
Mayor McClellan asked Mr. Holt, Director of Libraries, if he had talked to
ACC about the situation at the Allied Science Library, and he informed Mayor
and Council that he had talked to Dean Swift. Mayor McClellan told Mr. Doe
that they understand his request and that Mr. Holt will inform library users
what is happening. Counciimenber Mullen asked Mr. Holt to look into the
possibilty of charging students $10:00 a semester for use. Mr, Holt told him
that 1T a fee is arged the city will run into jeopardy with Federal Grants.
Counc’ Imember Himmelblau brought up a question concerning out of town people
being able to use the library, and suggested the city also work with the
University of Texas and Southwest Texés on the funding of the 1ibrary.

IMPOUNDING OF ANIMALS

MR.. BOBBY WALLIS and MS, J0 ANN GLANZ appeared before Council to dis-
cuss the city's lack of adequate procedure to impound animals once they have
bftten a person. Mr. Wallis said that on Novembar 3 his daughter had been
bitten by a dog. They had chlled the police and his doctor said the dog
should be locked up., The police told him that it was too Tate to do amything
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since 1t was after hours for the‘impotnding. Mr. Wallis filed an affidavit
at the Police Departslent Saturday afternoon. As a result the wwners of the
dog that had bitten the child did not tte up the dog. When they were finally
informed of the discretion they ‘then had 24 hours to either tie up the dog

or take it to a veterinarian for the proper observation time for rabies. Mr.
Wallfs advised Council that there 1s no provision to take care of dogs over
the weekend and that a dog that Bites & person could disappear before any
action {s taken,

Mr. Dan Davidson, City Manager, advised Mr. Wallis that he is talking
about two different operations and'th;t the animal shelter exists to keep

dogs. Ms. Sue Edwards, acting director of the Health Department, appeared
before Council to day that the Health Degartment had Saturday and Sunday cover-
age for dog bite cases. She said that there is a dispatcher at the Humane
Society and a tape recorder to accept phone calls. She said that there are
five wardens on duty from 7 a,m, to. 7 p.m. on Saturday and Sunday. Mr, David-
son told Mr. Wallis that his call isunot on record on the tape, but went on to
say that the City should have good information for explanation to the public
and they would do something about this. Ms. Edwards went on to say that once
the Health Department has an affidavif they talk to the owner of the dog and
the owner has 24 hours to decide {f their veterinarian or the Humane Society
should observe their dog during the quarantine period.

Councilmember Himmelblau asked why 24 hours is allowed before some-
thing is done about a dog that bites. Ms. Edwards told her that was in the
ordinance, Mrs. Himmelblau said that Council needs to look at the ordinance
because many things could happen in 24 hours. In answer to Mr. Davidson's
question about how many dog bites occur a year, Ms, Edwards said that 800 a
gg:* are reported and that the ordinance was adopted in 1976. Mayor McClellan

#d thatithe ordinance be put on a future agenda for consideration. Council-
menber Mullen stated that the police need to be dllucated concerning which

numbers to call if there is a dog bite during the weekend hours,

BOAT RACE PETITION

Ms. Stephanie Caldwell and Mr. Royal Masset appeared before Council
to discuss a boat race petition, Mr., Masset discussed puttfng the #ssue of
the boat races before the voters on January 20, 1979, and said they are ob-
taining a petition with the proper ampunt of names. He sald he had met with
City Attorney Harris who had told him that if they file the petition in the
City Clerk's office by November 27, 1978 there will be kbe 30 days time to
validate the getition by December 27, 1978 in order for it to be included on
the January 2 .,%179 ballot, City Clerk Grace Monroe stated that she woulg
have problems with only one day Teeway. Mr. Hartis said he would get to-
gether with Mrg. Moneve to discuss the situation. Counciimember Goodmen
asked 1f they could validate thk signatures as they recfbve thed, but Mrs.
Monroe informed him that cannot be done. They must be submitted o& the City’':
Clerk's office all at one time,
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'PARADE PERMIT

Counciimember Mullen moved ‘that the Council grant the request for

a Parade Permit from Eddie Hargutt for Rooster Andrews Sporting Goods and

guna Gloria Art Museum from 11:00 a.m. to 1:00 p.m., Sunday, Deceiber 10,

978, beginning from Laguna Glorta Museum, east on 35th, ﬁouth on Pecos, west
on Scenic Drive around Lake Side, East on Stevenson, north on Rockmoor to
Windsey, ceatthopriiy yaettiionsti s tionaJEthesouth on Balcones
Orive, west on Mt. Bonnell, South on Mt. Bonnell Road, west on 35th and finish
in Laguna Gloria Mrt Museum. The motion, seconded by Councilmember Goodman, .
carried by the following vote:

Ayes: Mayor McClellan, Mayor Pro Tem Cooke, Councilmembers Goodman,
Himmelblau, Mullen, Snell

Noes: None

Not in Council Chamber when roll was called: Councilmember Trevino

PAT CUNEY DID NOT APPEAR

. PAT CUNEY, requested to appear before Council to announce Karen
Siikwood Week, November 13-18, 1978 and discuss activitied, She did not
appear.

ZONING HEARING

or McClellan opened the public hearin? scheduled for 10:00aa.m.,
on the following applications. Pursuant to published notice thereof, the
following zonings were publicly heard: '

TOM W. BRADFIELD 2099-1101 Loop 1 From Interim "A" Residence & In-
DONALD H. CUMMIN§ (MoPac Beulevard) terim "AA" Residence 1st Height
and ROBERT MULLER,  1398-1200 Loop 1 atid Area

1213-1209 Spyglass To "0" 0ffice, 1st Height and Area

By :BrianteCuring~ Dr, (Tracts 1, 7, 8, & 10); “GR"

ton. nc, 901-831 Loep 1 Genheral Retai] 1st Height and
702-708 Columbus Area (Tracts 3 4, & 5). "BB" Resi-
Dr. dence, lst Hefght and Area, (Trast

9)‘¢ d deletion of 2 and 6 as

,!.

oM e Planning Com-
ggton, “BB" dence (Tract 9);
General Re 11, Tract 4);
"0" office, (Tragts 14k
& 10); all, Tracta 1st Heigh
Ares subject to s Special permdt
on each tract at the time of sub-
-~ division and a micimum g
of 15 units per acre on subJect
tracts.
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Mr. Tom Knickerbocker of the Planning Department reviewed the applica-
tion by use of slides. Mr. Tom Bradfield, the applicant, said that their
:Kplication had the full approval of the Planning Department. Mr. Bob Dunham
0 owns land across from the tract is interested in having the area well
planned and he believes the plan.submitted fills that requirement and re-
commends Council approval, .

MR, DICK SHOCKET, Citizens Environmental Board, appeared before Council
and read the following statement which was unanémously adopted by the Board:
"The Environmental Board wishes to reaffirm its orlglna] position on the pro-
posed zoning, especially in view of the fact that proposed zoning will re-
quire more access points than regommended by the MoPac Environmental Besign
Study. This will ultimately require fréntage roads and encovoachment ‘e~ the
recommended set-back for wisual and noise buffering."”

MS. SALLY WITLIFF, "We Care Austin", appeared to state they are very
concerned with the request for a zoning change. She said they think the GR"
portion of the request is very bad and will do damage to Barton Springs. She
said that as there is more "GR" zoning along this area, the request for more
frontage roads on MoPac will increase and that is not acceptable to the Austin
Transportation Study. :

MS. MARY LEE, representing Travis Audidbon Society, appeared before
Council toourge them to maintain residéntial zoning for the 108 Bradfield ¥ra
Tract for the following reasons: (1) The land falls within the Barton Creek
Watershed (2) The Barton Creek Watershed study 18 due to be presented to
Council {in the coming year and 1t seems logical and reasonable to wait for
the study before allowing more intensive land use than residential in thés
sensitive area, (3) The development of this land is tied closely to the com-
pletion of MoPac and since there are time sonstraints with the completion of
this project it seems reasonable Council could wait, (4) The permittdd zoning
is tfed closely to the successful implementation of the MoPac Environmental
Design Study. If the Counctl grants more intensive zoning at this time, we
will find ourselves locked into a traffic design that wil] defeat the intent
of the recommendations, including the minimum 250" buffering set-back.

MS. BETTY BROWN, Barton Hills Neighborhood Asgociation, asked that
this hearing be continued until next Thursday, and also stated that her asso-
giatignfis aga1nst the shopping center that is planned. She said they had not
een informed,

MS. MARILYN SIMPSON, edotdinagier of Austin Nefghborhood Council, &
ggpezggg and also asked that the public hearing be continued on November
| ] ] .

Mayor Pro Tem Cooke lu?gested that this hearing be continued at an
evening meeting for those citizens who cannot attend during the day.
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-Motion

Councilmember Trevino moved that the Council continue the public hear-
ing November 16, and on November. 38, 1978. The motion was seconded by Council-
wember Goodman, o

Counci imember Mullen said, 'What concerns me is that this has been
through a lot of gublic heariogk. already, and now all at once everyone is
gettthg excited about it and I wonder {f the applisations might want to meet
with the group of peoqle before we continue the hearing, as opposed to doing
tt heve in the Council Chamber.” Mr. Muller said that they have met with the
psople and they have seen all the designs but that they are quite willing to
meet with them again, After clarffication that Mrs. Brown had seen the plans,
Counci Imember Mullen stated it would not be necessary to meet with them a?ain.
After more discussion about the fact that there will not be a full Counci
on November 16, 1978, a new motion was made as follows:

Motion
CounciImember Goodman moved that the Council continue the public hear-
ing on November 30, 1978 at 7:00 P,M. The motéon, secondad by Mayor Pro Tem
Cooke, carried by the following vote:

Ayes: Mayor McClellan, Mayor Pro Tem Cooke, Counciimembers Goodman,
Himmelblau, Mullen, Snell,Trevino

Noes: None
ZONING HEARING
A.E. RUTLEDGE 1208-1216 East Live Oak From "A" Residence
By Ruby G. Meredith- 1st Height and Area
Grigsby & Co, To "@" Office
€14-78-169 2nd Height and Area

NOT RECOMMEMDED By the
Planning Commisston

Mr. Knickerbocker of the Planning Department revidied the application
by use of slides. Mr, Les Procter, rtprpsentigg,ﬂr.‘kut edge, satid that. the
property in question is a neighborhood wasteland, adjacent to a motel, suit-
able as “0" zoning with 1ts own parking. Mayor Pro Tem Cooke questioned if
the property could be developed for town houses. Mr, Procter answered that
the ared is too small, there is an easement in the middle of the property,
and too narrow in front for access. He pointed out that no one would want to
build or Ttve in a town housernext to the Quality Imn. ‘

MR, ARTHUR SHRIBER, ﬁﬁﬁllivus across the street from the land in ques-
tion, said that he does not object 86 the progosed usage of the land, not do
any of M neighbors, He said the proposed "0" zoning is the best that can
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be done with the property. He pointed out thatithis would put something on
Austin's tax rolls,

Mr, Sam Martin, speaking for the South River City Citizens, is ppposed
to the proposed zoning and said that they have a valid petition as well as a
Jetter from the church in the area. The neighborhood wants the land to re-
main zoned for residentddl, :

MRS, WILBURN WEAVER, 2004 Alta Vista, requested that the lmad not be
re-zoned, She said "0" would increase traffic by 200 cars a day.

Mr. Procter returned to slay that he wondered why Mr. Rutledge's piece
of 1and had to be used as a buffer for the whole area and directed Council's
attention to a map of the land and surroundin? usage, Mayor Pro Tem Cooke
asked him if his client has an offer for thke land, and Mr. Procter said he did,
for $140,000.00 if the land can be zoned "0". It has been his only offer.

Counct Imember Goodman pointed out that Mr. Rutledge does have a diffi-
cult problem with the land location and shape. He said that with a valld peti-
tion it would take six votes to overule the decision of the Planning Commission
and asked Council to postpone this case until November 30 so that the applicant
can take the proposed site plan to the neighborhood. Mr. Procter said he does
not know 1f a séte plan exists because some people have a concept but do not
spend on plans until the zoning is approved. Mayor Pro Tem Cooke said he
would 1ike some idea of what will go on the land.

Motion

Counci Imember Goodman moved that the Council continue the public hear-
ing November 30, 1978 at 10:00 A.M. The motion, seconded by Councilmember
Trevino, carried by the following vobé?

Ayea: Mayor Pro Tem Cooke, Councilmembers Goodman, Hédiwdbliaguiadlen
BravtndFErMcClelan ' '

Noes: None

Bot in Council Chamber when rol1l was called: Councilmember Snell

Counci Imember Goodman requested that neighborhood groups examine the
property very closely.

JEAN MATHER :Eoke to Council and said she had heard that Council Ridge
is interested {nnperhaps buying the proparty for town houses, but not at the
$140,000.00 figure,

RECESS

Council recessed 1ts meeting at 12:10 P.M. and resumed at 2:30 P.M.
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PUBLIC HEARING - PAVING ASSESSMENTS

Mayor McClellan opened the public hearing scheduled for 10:00 A.M. in
connection with paving assessments to be levied on the following and passage
of ordinances under the Capital Improvements Program: (TRANSCRIPT ON FILE IN
THE CITY CLERKS OFFICE.)

) Rjyenslpg_DRIVE; cover1ﬁg approximately 19% blocks, Capitalrimprove&’
“=n €5 NSpprovepedds No. 73/62-03,

" Mr. German, Director of Public Works apqeared before Council and =
stated that the purpose of this hearing is to let property owners appeal

their assessment # the City Council. "The fiest case today is on Riverside
Drive, extending from Summit to Wickersham. There are 41 parcels involved, ™
28 of these have already paid a total of $214,000.00 plus. There are 13 par-
cels rematning to be considered for a total of $197,489.00. This area is pri-
marily commercddl in nature and in accordance with existing giwing policy,

commercial properties are to be assessed 100% curb and gutter costs and 90%

of the paving costs for one-half the street width., In this case the rate of
paving 1s $35,58 for the front foot and the rate for curb and gutter is $2.80
for front foot,afidridstesad 06r$BR.BBapdrgfiont foot, We have employed a
professional appraiser, Mr. Tom Wiley, to review each of the parcels involved
in this hearing and to determine the enhancement in value to those parcels.
Mr, Wilay is here and will make his report to you at this time.

. Mr. Wilay then addressed Council and snumerated the results of his
appraisals. Copies of his appraisals were given to the Council and copies
are also on file {n the City Clerk's office, The Mayor then said Council
would 1isten to the appeals of specific property owners.

PERT PENCE, owner of 2100 East Riverside Drive Corporation, Bescribed
as Parcel 66-B told Council that the guestion 1s whether or not a buyer will
be willing to. pay an enhancemant-zflud on his parcel of $6,286,00 more than
before East Riverside was improved, - He said that his Tand is leased to Sunny's
food stores out of Houston, It whS signed in 1969 and runs through 1989. He
said that regardless of whether the street was paved or not, it is not wouth
any more to any purchaser than what the amount of the income of the property
pr s, He said he 1s protesting the enhancement in value because he does
not feel the appraiser took into account the leases that were on the property,
and what the duration of the leases are, He said that the lease is laécked in;
he has tried to sell the progg?ty. but the fact that there is a lease on it
prohibits 1ts sale, In addition to the fixed economic value of his property,
due to the lease that will continye until 1989, he said that one of the big
things & purchaser of proEerty Togks at is the access to the property. "Be-
fore the tmprovesents to East RiVerside Drive," Wr. Pence stated, "I had two-
way access, both left hand tirs #hd right hand turn access. As a result of
the widening ‘taproving of East Riverside Drive, I have totally lost left-
hand turn access,” He moncluded that Council should consider these two factors
before thay assess any enhsncement value to his property.
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Mr. Jerry Harris, City Attorney, asked Mr, Pence if his lease with
Sunny's was a fixed monthly amount with no escalations and no gross amounts.
Mr. Pence told him that is correct. Mr. Harris then asked Mr. Wiley to re-
spond to Mr, Pense's remarks. Mr, Wiley said, "We have to analyze, in a
senge what Mr, Pence Would have to sell in rai&rds to that property and its
relationshép to what we call market. 'He is in a fixed Tease that has a fixed
period of time for which to run, so that is what he is actually selling is
what we call the leased fee, which is the right to receive that rent, plus
the reversion at whatever period of time that property reverts to him, whether
ft be In 1989 or after two options have occurred. The term he was asking for
121t1a¥ ¢ 15 what we call present value of the right to receive that income
stream pius the present value of that reversion. There {s also another piece
that 1s there in that property that is called a lease-hold and it accumulates
to that lesses and 1t 1s the difference between a lwase fee and the market
value. The market value can float, so that in enhancement a project such as
this, whare ful] property might be benefited or enhanced, Mr. Pence would not
gossibility realize that benefi{t because of the lease encumberment that he has.

his is not to say that the property is not enhanced. It just simply means
that it does not transfer to him under the leasing agreement. ....As far as
access to the ﬂroperty is concerned, this is a police power and 1s a power
that the city has the right to exercise any time that they want to. ....The
police power enhancement 1s a plus or minus to exch individual parcel. Then
at this point we evaluate whether the cost of paving and curbing is an en-
hancement to the property. It {is a point just beyond the consideration of
the access question, and this is how 1 view the statute as being presented to
me by the le?al Department from the city. ...As far as enhancement 1s con-
cerned at this point I am considaring‘it as though you were taking it from
an unpaved street to a paved street.

Mr. Pence commented that whent%ou do restrict access to one-wq{ traffic,
that you definitely have an effect, that you definitely have an effect on the
value of real estate, and are not snhancing real pstate by restricting access.
There was more discussion betwaeh Mr. Pence and Mr. Wiley, see transcript.

Mr. Jim Brady, reprasenting Mr. Hemphi1l, said that Mr. Hemphi11's pro-

ﬁerty has also been denied left-hand access, and said he has an M.A.l. with
im who will address that point and testify that there has been a decrease in
value, Mr. Brady continued that a large drainage ditch has been constructed
on Mr. Hemphi11's property as a result of the project and will require a sub-
stantia) increise in the cost of getting on to the property from the highway.
Mr. Brady said they are not asking the city for money to pay damages, but are
asking the city not to charge them for harming the property. After more dis-
course, Mr, German told Council that in this particular property, in agéition
to street improvements thers have been some sfgnificant drainage imgrov
Mr. Harris asked Mr. German to briéfly dgse#ibe what the street was at this
location prior to the project and then what the project entailed and what the
street is like now,

Mr. German stated, "Previously the street was a two-lane county road
that maﬁidnniiiza and out of the particular area. It had an 80' right of way
and over a period of 10-15 years the right of way was either acquired or
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dedicated to widen the street. ' The mew faciljty will be a six-lane divided

roadway, three lanes in each dirkction, with & median, left turns provided at

all of the intersecting streets. Therd will be improved drainage, a stom

zﬁ?er sy;teg. and improvements to the drainage channels that lead away from
s project, :

Mr. Wiley was asked by Mr. Harris {f he had taken into account in his
analysis the left-turn situation that has been created by the work done to
Riverside Drive. Mr. Wiley satd he Had not on any of the parcels. Mr. Brady
told Council he feels very strongly that “you cannot assess property which has
been harmed by having this (1imiting left-hand turns) done to it for the paving
that has been put on 1t. I will have an appraiser testify 1f you would like.

Members of the Council indicated they wanted to hear the testimony of
Mr. Steve Graef, M.A.I. who was employed by Mr. Hemphill to evaluate the pro-
blem that 1s before the Council, Mr. Graef stated, "I am an independent fee
agpraiser in Austin, Mr, Hemphill has vetained me to estimate the effect of
the road improvements to his property and I have done so. I have studied some
spe€i€ic cases ¢hvelved in this area." After telling how he has discussedithe
effect of the median or the market of the property, he concluded by saying,
“the impact offthe madian on the property is a damage to the property of
approximately $8,500.00," Mr, Brady then told Council that their presenta-
tion is concluded and they do not feel the assessment is proper under these
circumstances."”

MR. DONALD DUMAS, an attorney representing Siddons and others who are
owners of parcel 66-D spoke befpre Council. He called their attention to the
last time he had spoken to them {h October of 1977. He said, "At that point
in time we were approaching a deadline for the exercise of the right to go
ahead anddpay the assessment ahd take advantage of a 25% decrease. The owner-
ship of this particular piece of property includes Walter J. Kassuba, who is
in Federal bankruptcy. sl Council to give less than 100% of the ownership
of the property to make paymént on the assessment and take advantage of 25%
discount and at that time I pointed out to Council the relationship that the
owners of the property had with the city over the years." He recounted how
they had given land to the &ity because they had been promised by offieials
of the city that if they did give r#ggt of way €or free, they would not have
to pay for any road improvements, The City Legal Department can find nothing
in writing to support my content*on. Mr. Dumas stated, “We should have had
it in writing or we should have been paid for thés land." I would like to
speak to the point of the drainafé easement and the curb breaks, Mr. Dumas
continued. He said there is Just one curb break for 16 acres so that will en-
tail dedication of public access to give access to the whole 16 acre tract,
Limiting us to one curb break on 16 acres is a detriment and not an enhence-
ment to &he kalue of property, and I'm also sa*in that the equity certainly
considered that Council recog#ize the fact tha h&cy have received this enor-
mous sguare foatage of land with & total consideration, according to my figures,
of about $40,000,

MR. DAN WOMACK, raqrasant1n§ Keith Kissner and Scott Thompson, owners
of tract 66-E told Council, "I am §okng to adopt somments made by my law paré-
ner, Mr, Brady, concerning the special benefits, and also the prior testimony
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given by Mr. Wiley that he did not consider access when considering this
problem., I am going to hand you an appraisal report made by Steve Graef on
this piece of property. 1t was not made for the pupposes of paking 1iens.

It was made for the purposes of condemnation suit, and dated October 25, 1976.
In preparation for the condemnation suit, Mr. Graef came up with the {dea that
the property had not only not been enhanced, but had been damaged by $55,500
ovar and above the value of the property that was actually takef., I am going
to turn it over to Steve to discuss with you certain elements o damage that
he found, but I would l1ike to enter into the record at this time hés raisal
report, widch shows a sketch of the piece of property as well as the sales and
the infg fon on which he based his dpinion." (APPRAISAL REPORT ON FILE WITH
THE CITY RK'S OFFICE.)

Mr. Graef told Council, "The property is long and narrow....this has
caused quite a few probems with the development of the remainder of the pro-
perty, petittpally due to setback 1ines and regulations that they will have
to operate under. We have taken into consideration these factors, as well as
the modification of the access through the construction of the median. I be-
14eve Mr. Womack mentioned a damage figure...that our estimated damages, by v
virtue of these two elements were $28,500."

MR, KISSNER appeared before Council and told them that he and Mr.
Thompson had bought the property in question for a car wash. When the road
improvements began, enough of the property was taken away so that there was n
no'1an?er room for a car wash. Then the curb cuts and median were put in and
there is no way to get cars {n and out for a car wash, .They have tried to
sell the property, but potential purchasers look at the median and the curb
cuts and do not want the property. He continued, "I take it here that the
benéfit that we are talking about is the value of my ﬁroperty immediately be-
fore this, and what's the value immediately after. This is the bengfit we
are talking about. 1 can't’3ge sny because I can't get rid of the property.
I cannot sell it to one‘qt‘aq;:%are the same price that the city has agreed
{s a reascnable price for 1t, I have tried, and I ean't do {t."

Mr. Womack returned to state, "There is one thing that no one has
mentioned that I would 1ike to, and that is that in this particular area,
it wasn't a county road. It was a four-lane road, curbed and guttered in fro
front of this particular piece of property. ....The cit3’'s contention on the
paving lien, of course, 15 the property had been enhanced some $8,000.00.
Our contention {s that the pro?erty has been,damaged some $25,000, This par-
ticular piece of progerty. as I said before, was involved in a condemnation
suit and still is, The city's appraiser, in that comdemnation suit, Mr.
Jim Frederick, whom I am suve you are all familiar with, found that the piece
of peoperty had been damaged $4,300 in that suit. So you have hired one MAI
who says it has been enhanced, _!g%ihive hired one who says it 14 damaged.
Mine says it 1s damaged, too. Wa'hive got 2-1. Right?”

MR, C.L. REEVES, owner of 66-H, 66-I, and 66-1. appeared before Council
and said that his story was about the dame as that of Mr. Brady concerning
what the curb cuts have done b the accessibility of his properties. He said
that he also had given land to the city in the late 60's with the agreement
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that *we do all of the concrete work, that is the ramps, curb work, étc.,
give the right of way and the‘c!jg,-the city at that time I belfeve was the
H{ghway Department, would build the roadway. That was the bottom line,

there was to be no Timited access. ::,...Before we accepted and finalized

our deal 1t was represented to us that there would in fact not be a conctete
esplanade in the middle of that highwa* and there would not be 1imiteddaccess
to the left turn." He then told Council that Mr. German had checked the files
and safd that there was no record of such an agreement, Mr. Reeves continued
with detail about his pieces of property dnd a?reements there on. He con-
cluded, "I submit to you that this assessment is unfair in this case, on thés
property. 1 did have an agreement with the varjous people involved. The

Roy Butier Council, Hoyle Osborn, and Don Butler the City Attorney."

At this point Councilmember Mullen and Mayor Pro Tem Cooke discussed
the form of the report they were using for background. They pointed out that
the form was extremely confusing and asked that future reports be clarified
50 that Council can follow along in an intelligent manner.

MR. JOHN BRAZIEL, representing Rousseau properties, appeared before

Council, He discussed the change of access and the change of elevation to
the property. He said, *It is hard for me to come up with an exact amount of
what damages accrued to the property at that point, but my best estimate would
be somewhere between $8,000 and $16,000. I would be very satisfied to pay
the balance of that if these demages are agreed to." Mr, Harris said, "You
said you would be satified to shbtract damagas from our apgra1sers...how

ch 1s that?" Mr. Braziel answered that the appraised enhancement is

33,000.00, Mr, Harris satd, "What you are saying is that this project has
undoubtedly enhanced the value of your property, but it is also in your opint
ion because of accesssand-elevation, ?erhaps impose some detriments also?"
"That's correct,” answered Mr. Braziel.

Motion

Mayor Pro Tem Cooke moved that the Council postpone a final decisfon
on paving assessments on Riverside Drive covering approximately 19% blocks,
unti] November 30, 1978. The motion,wascondetided ByuCodiiit shjen.
~avefed by the Folibwing vote: ..

Mayor Pro Tem Cooke's reason for delaying action 1s that in 1ight of
today'gilesbemony, he wanted to study the appeals further. Councilmember
Mullen askéd that Council be givén a summary of what we have heard on each
case., He safd that in Mr, Reevas case he would 11ke to see if there is any
way they can check on actéen promised by the Roy Butler Council. Mayor
McClellan suggested they go back and listen to the tape of those meetings.
She said, "Ne want to be sure we keap whatever prior commiiments #hat were
made and I think we can check back into the records.”

City Attorney Harris stated, "I concur that we postpone the decisions
until November 30, As usual, some of the interested property owners have
raised some goed points, both legally and factually. It would help {f we
could summarize for the Council on each of these parcels. If the Counct]
would like to at least get through with the evidentiary part of the hearing,

fw_tﬁ‘: ’ ’




oF & N November 9, 1978

I would like to get Mr. Graves to, talk about the drainage improvements and
Y, his opinion as to how it might impact the various properties involved."

Mayor Pro Tem Cooke said that would be a good idea.: Mr. Harris continued, ”
"If wou want to proceed along that Tine, I would Tike to ask Mr. Graves to
come up and address the drainage situation as it relates to this project and
these particular properties, prior to the time that this project was under-
taken, the drainage improvement,..and then discuss the drainage improvements
that whre 1ncorgoratedaas a part of this project and the tmpact that they
would have on these particular propertfes."

The following is from the transcript and is the statements of Mr.
Charles Graves, Director of Engineering, and Mr. Harris:

CHARLES GRAVES: We can address the drainage situation just generally and then
we can be as specific as you would 1ike to be about particular properties. As
you are well aware, most of this route was very wural in nature..County type
road, and 1t was fraught with drainage problems on both sides. Drainage of
course, was already there, In desdqning the roadway, which was the work of
Lockwood, Andrews and Newman, consultant to the City, they ware burdened with
correction of deainage problems throughout the length of this project. MNow
the dra1na?e igself, I would say enhanced virtually every properly there. Now
what relationship that bears to the enhancement from the paving and curb and
utter, ,Mr, Harris, 1s a legal question, as far as I am concerned. But I be-

feve that the draina?e was a peripheral improvement that was necessary in
order to make the paving {mprovements. "

- On certain of the properties..were in the 100-year floodplain and a great deal
U/ of the work that is done by this project would have been required of the owner
had they been deve1og1ng the project themselves. Drainage ways were opened.
Drainage ways were cleared. Storm sewers ware built, and floodplains were
reduced, or lowered, so the land was ?rgatIy enhanced in value. Roadside
ditches were improved..in many cases lined, and in some places put in storm
sewers, In some of those cases, easements were not there because land had
not been subdiwided, and the City paid a rather substantial amount for the
right fo keep the water where the water already was, and to then improve that
channel, Only your apprajsors can tell you, I am sure, what value that.has in
terms of ewhancement, This is the general outlock of the drainage. A sub-
stantial @mount of the gost of this project was innorder€do correct that drain-
age 50 that the roadway could 1fself be built. . , \

‘It included a major bridge. The bridge east of Pleasant Vallay, which was

a very small, undersize brid§e, The project to the morth of .t:brigge was
developed prior to the improvement or prior to the contract, and the channel
was provided to go from that roadday down to the river, relieving the floodin
problem except for the roadway, and mow that the bridges have been camgtructed,
for the 1mﬁ:ov¢nint‘of the roadnng ‘W8 ave able to convey that water safely,
lowering the floodplatn gonsiderably an the south side of the voad, Thes is
one typical case, and probably ‘the wést marked case of taking property out of
the fipodgdgin. This particular casé reduces the floodplain from 1200 feet
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along the roadway to 6§00 feet, and {f the chapnel is gonstructed to the south,
it will reduce 1t as Tow as 150 to 200 feet, & véry substantial improvement,
and in fact a reclamation of land,

There are two or three other 1n§taﬁcgs, I will be glad to address then, or
if we are goin? to be back, we can prepare you more details on the enhance-
ment as a result of the drainage improvement.

HARRIS: Mr. Graves, do you have on hand or ean you testify today about drain-
age as to any particular piece of property, particularly those people who
have been here today., For example, earlier someone said you had speéi#fc in-
formation on Mr, Hemphill's tract, for example, Tract 77-66-C.

GRAVES: Yes, sir. 1 am familiar with the Hemphill tract. This is a very i
Towlying piece of land that has not been platted to my knowledge. The waterway
was across the tract, and this project had widened and jmproved, or will widen
and improve that particular land, ~The easement was taken,.was purchased by

the City so that the contractor could enter and open this channel uﬁ so it
would be sufficient to include a berm on the east side to prevent the flooding
of this propertﬁ. Now when it is developed by the landowner, all he needs to
do is to reise his land level slight!y..genera]Iy the level of the berm, and

he can construct those buildings. He will not be in the floodplain that he

was in prior td. the beginning of this preject.

HaREIS: And what kind of drainage improvements would it take to accomplish
that?

GRAVES: The channel had to be reconstructed, Obviously, 1t was moved to the
north, because the roadwa¥ was widened, Right-of-way had to be acquired for
this purpose. The channel was moved and then {Mproved so that it would be
more efficient, so that it would not overflow as it has done in the past, and
then i1t comes to the {ntersecting channel and straightens that channel out
and improves it. This particular channel prior to the beginning of this pro-
ject had been partially fi1led on the Hemphill side, and was crowding water
into the adjofning property. Now this will give us an ogﬁortuni' to bene-
fit both qroperties by straighteuing and {mproving that channel, building the
type of slopes that can eastly be maintained with vegetation.

HARRIS: Do you have like 1nfnrﬁation, currently, on all the other parceis
which landowners were here to day to talk about?

GRAVES: VYes, sir. I belfeve all of Bhis information is included ingaur plans,
Unfortunately, we didn't exg:ct to get in this detail, and eur project engi-
neer is not here, We will be glad to address any particular ones as far as

we are able & without him. : ,

NARRIS: “How about Mr, Pinces' tract?

GRAVES: If I can locate that tract.

HARRIS: Tract No, 77-66-B.
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GRAVES: I believe this is just to the west of the Hemphill tract. This is
the channel that 1 was speaking of, that is perpendicular to the roadway, at
the present time is inadaquate, :I&,isﬂ1n a deterforated state, It has been
partially filled on one side. It has been crowded onto the property that you
just mentioned. This channel will be tcorrected and reconstructed, using:the
easement that was acquired for that purpose.

HARRIS: How will it change the drainage situation on that particdlar piece
of property? '

GRAVES: That will make him much less likely to have overflows from that
channel into his buildings. The capacity would be increased.

HARRIS: What about tract 76-66D?

GRAVES: Thés is where the open channe) is still fronting on the project. It
is alongside the soadway, the culvert that bears that water across was ex-
tarded at their expense to progide them & roadwa{ {nto the property. As far
as the presence of the roadside channel that would be there whether the pro-
perty owner were developing 1t or whether the city were developing it and if

a driveway was required he wiuld be faced with a culvert construction in order
to cross that channel. In other words, this channel is not a result of habing
the roadway improved, Thés channel is the result of the natural deainage
through this area.

HARRIS: But in so far as the drainage, on this particular tract, is it going
to be any different after the project?

GRAVES: Yes sir. The channel will carry more water both across this tract
and down below it. There'll not be the restrictions that causes the water to
back up that are presently there.

HARRIS: Do you know whether water backing up in the tract has been any pro-
blem to this point?

GRAVES: On that partkcular tract I'm not aware.
HARRIS: What abouSttract number 77-66E?
GRAVES: I believe there's no drainage involved there.

HARRIS: No draingge. 0.K. And the three tracts that Mr. Reeves was in-
quiring about, H, I, and J7

GRAVES: I believe there are some. storm sewers invélved thave. No, sir, we
don't indicate any drainage probléms there at all,

HARRIS: And the Rousseau properties M and N?
GRAVES: The Rousseau property is the one I described to the wouth of the

bridge, east of Pleasant Valley. This is the property that waw essentially
a natural detention pond, 1t's what 1t has been over a'long period of time,
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200 ifeet along the readway that would be under water in the case of a 100
year storm, This is ‘the result:of an F.I.A. study and we've not confirmed
that with a detailed study. The Cor §~of Engineers has confirmed it. By
the construction of the bridge we nd longer will back that water up and aiso
by virtue of the channel constructed downstream by a different developer that
water can now be removed from that tract. Obviously when the tract is devel-
oped 1t's goinq to require some channg]ing improvements, It's going to re-
uire some fill near the channel, But it's quite mcresmebible project thag
rainage problem and his bridge has made it possible,

HARRIS: Thank you Mr, Graves. If any of the property owners have any gues-
tions, Mr. Graves will answer them. None? You want to go to another stage?
Why don't we just continue 1t until the 30th in case anything else needs to
be done, I think 1t would be wise.

Roll Call on Motion

Roll Call on the motion to postpone until November 30th the decision
on paving assessments on Riverside Drive, showed bhe following vote:

Ayes: Councilmembers Goodman, Himmelblau, Mullen, Snell, Trevino,
N aayor McClellan, Mayor Pro Tem Cooke
oes: None

Mayor McClellan announced the ublié hearing would now deal with
SPRINGDALE ROAD, covering approximately 24 blocks, CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS
PROGRAM, No. 73/62-39.

No one appeared to be heard. Councilmember Shell asked if all pro-
perty owners involved have been informed. He was told that they were.

Mayor McClellan introduced the following ordinance:

AN ORDINANCE CLOSING THE HEARING GIVEN TO THE REAL AND TRUE OWNERS OF PROPERTY
ABUTTING UPON SUNDRY STREETS IN THE CITY OF AUSTIN, TEXAS, WITHIN THE LIMITS
HEREINAFTER DEFINED, AS TO SPECIAL BENEFITS TO ACCRUE TO SAID PROPERTY AND THE
REAL AND TRUE OWNERS THEREOS BY VIRTUE OF THE IMPROVEMENT OF SAID STREETS
WITHIN SAID LIMITS, AND AS TO ANY ERRORS, INVALIDITIES OR IRREGULARITIES IN
ANY OF THE PROCEEDINGS OR CONTRACT THEREFOR; FINDING AND DETERMINING THAT EACH
AND EVERY PARCEL OF PROPERTY-,A%&THNG UPON SAID STREETS WITHIN THE LIMITS
DEFINED WILL BE SPECIALLY BENEFITED AND ENHANCED IN VALUE IN EXCESS OF THE
AMOUNT OF THE COST OF SAID IMPROVEMENTS PROPOSED TO BE, AND AS, ASSESSED
AGAINST SAID ABUTTING PROPERTY AND THE REAL AND TRUE OWNERS THEREOF, AND LEVY-
ING AN ASSESSMENT FOR THE PAYMENT OF A PORTION OF THE COST OF IMPROVING SAID
STREETS WITHIN THE LIMITS  DEFINED, FIXING A CHARGE AND LIEN AGAINST ALL SAID
ABUTTING PROPERTIES, AND THE REAL AND TRUE OWNERS THEREOF, PROVIDING FOR THE
ISSUANCE OF ASSIGNABLE CERTIBICATES UPON THE COMPLETION MRBSRCCEPTANCE OF SAID
WORK, THE MANNER AND TIME OF RAYMENT THEREOF, AND PROVIDING FOR THE MANNER AND
METHOD OF COLLECTION OF SAID ASSESSMENTS AND CERTIBICATES; DECLARING AN EMER-
az&cvhgau Aggng&nxne THAT THIS ORDINANCE SHALL BECOME EFFECTIVE IMMEDIATELY

UPON ITS P .
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Counciimember Goodman moved that the Counéil close the public hearing,
waive the requirement for three readings, declare an emergency and finally
,gass the ordinance (effective immgdiately). The motion, seconded by Mayor
vo Tem Cooke, carried bytthe following vote:

Ty
e

; Ayes: Councilmembers Himnelblau, Mulien, Snell, Trevino, Mayor
McClellan, Mayor Pro Tem Cooke, Councilmember Goodman

Noes: None

The Mayor announced that the ordinance had been finally passed.

VETERINARY CLINICS IN “O" OFFICE DISTRICY

Mayor McClellan opemed the public hearing scheduled for 10:30 A.M. to
amend Chapter 45 (Zoning Ordinance) to provide for veterinary hospitals or
clinics under certain specified conditions by special permit in "0" office
district. No one appeared to be heard.

Mayor McClellan introduced the following ordinance:

AN QRDINANCE AMENDING CHAPTER 45 (ZONING ORDINANCE) OF THE CODE QF THE CITY OF
AUSTIN, 1967; ADDING A PARAGRAPH “{" TO SUBSECTION (a) {16) OF SECTION 45-20
THEREOF; PROVIDING FOR VETERINARY HOSPITALS OR CLINICS UNDER SPECIFIED CONDI-
TIONS BY SPECIAL PERMIT IN “0" OFFICE DISTRICTS; SUSPENDING THE RULE REQUIR-
§¥5ETS§TEEADING OF ORDINANCES ON THREE SEPARATE DAYS; AND PROVIDING AN EFFEC-

Counciimember Goodman noved that the Council close the public hearing,
waive the requirement for theee neidings, declare an emergency and finally
pass the ordinance, The motion, seconded by Mayor Pro Tem Cooke, carried by
the following vote!

Ayes: Councilmembers Mullen, Snell, Trevind, Mayor McClellan, Mayor
| Pto Tem Cooke, CauncilmembersGdoddmen, Himmelblau
Noes: None

The Mayor announced that the ordinance had been finally passed.

PUBLIC HEARING-WENERKBATE ORDINANCE DISTRICT NO.11

~Mayor McClellan opened the public hearing scheduled for 11:00 A.M, to
consider amending the water rate Ordinance for Travis County Water Control Im-
provements District No. 11, to lower the rate to the standard outside the City
1imits rate paid by all other water districts.

Mr. @ttt Jbiinsen, Director of the Water and Wastewater Department,
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addressed the Coufcif, He stated that “as the various water districts have
been assumed over the years by the City, many of the districts maintain a
higher rate than a normal outside the City rate, and until those didtricts
got into the financial posture #n which the hormmi outside the City rate
could support all the cost associated with that particular area plus a 6% re-
turn on the investment, Audits are done periodically to determine the finan-
cial poshiire Qi Migse districts, this being the last one which is at a higher
rate, TN ity Auditer did 'axgm‘lne the operation of this district and in
accobdiice with the contract that the City had with this district, we recom:
mend that this action be taken,"

Mayor McClellan introduced the following ordinance:

AN ORDINANCE PRESCRIBING AND LEVYING RATES AND CHARGES FOR SALES MADE AND SER-
VICES RENDERED IN CONNECTION WITH THE WATER WORKS AND SYSTEM FOR TRAVIS COUNTY
WATER CONTROL AND INPROVEMENT DISTRICT NO, 11 FOR USES OF SUCH WATER, CONNEC-
TIONS AND SEWERAGES; REPEALING ALL ORDINANCES, RESOLUTIONS, AND ORDERS IN CON-
FLICT HEREWITH; SUSPENDING THE RULE REQUIRING THAT ORDINANCES SHALL BE READ ON
THREE SEPARATE DAYS; AND PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE.

Counciimember #é¥len moved that the Council close the public hearing,
accept the amendment, and waive thé requirement for three readings, declare
an emergency and finally pass the ordinance, The motfon, seconded by Council-
mewber n, carried bytthe following vote:

Ayes: Councilmember Snell, Mayor McClellan, Mayor Pro Tem Cooke,

: Counciimembers Goodman, Himmelblau, Mullen

Noes: None

Not in Council Chamber when roll was called: Councilimember Trevino

The Mayor announced that the ordinance had been finally passed.

PUBLIC HEARING~EMERGENCY AMBULANCE AND WRANSFER VEHICLES

: Mayor McClellan opened the public haar'lng scheduled for 3:00 P.M. on
amending Article V of Chapter 34 of the Austin City Code of 1967 and estab-
1ishing a new article concerning emergency ambulance and transfer vehicles,

Mr, 8111 Bulloch, Director of the Emergency Medical Services Depart-
ment, addressed the Council s.tat'ln? that he would 1ike to bring out two changes
in the Ordinance Council rec#ived last week. He said "first in Section 34-94B
concerhing responses #§ the county by the franchisug, kW4t section had been
clarified to allow the franchisee to do that, at the discretion of the dis-
patcher. Before, the werdinﬂ would prohibit that from happening totally, and
that has been clarified by the Legal Department. Second, in section 34.106
concerning the standards of the vehiclas to be used, there was a maximum of
interior ﬁ&hts requirement of 60" and we have been working with some of the
providers. and that has been reduced to 53" to respond to dome of their con-
cerns and the steff recommends both of these gzwgu toithe Ordinance Bou
have before you. Very briefly the Ordinance that you are considering deals

Ll BTN
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with the performance of non emergency transfers in Austin, Texas, specifies
maximum response on any transfer of one hour, specifies that transfer vehicles
utdlized {nside the city t1imits mot contain 11gﬂts. siren, emergency logos;

to make the clear definition batween the EMS Department and function of the
responsibility of Franchisee and third, provides for reimbursment to the City
by the franchise holder for the actual cost that the City might incur in ad-
ministering & franchise, such as reports the staff have prepared for boards
and commfssions and Council, the inspections that are required by the Ordinance,
etc,; and Sourth, there 1s a rate structure specified in the Ordinance., The
staff is recommending a two tiered rate structure of $40.00 for one way trans-
portation of less than four miles and $45,00 for one way transfer trips of
greater distances than four miles inside the city 1imits. This is to try to
respond to the actual time of operation aad cost of service. We think that
after analysis of the staff performance that this is a reasonable rate that
will allow the franchise holder to operate and to actually see a return on

the investment., Fifth, I touched on section 34-94 (b) of the Ordinance. This
section has been for Council consideration due to the fact that the city does
have contractual obligation in areas outside the city and it is the intent of
this section to allow the city, where they have these contractual obligations,
to fulfill those obdigations, to fulfill those obligations by controlling the
responses of the franchise holder to emergencies in the county if they choose
to provide this type of service. We have provided for your consideration as
requested a review of 23 different ambulance services across the state with
their rates based upon that review. Staff still feels that the $40.00-$45.00
r::: st;uctgre is appropriate and would recommend this Oedinance for your con-
sideration.’

Mayor McClellan at this time asked 3f BAere were any questions, Coun-
cilmember Goodman asked Mr. Levy, of the Quality Assurance Team, about the
differences of the multiple frapchise operation and the single franchise opera-
tion. In other words he wants to know how many of fhese transfer vehicles
in other cities are operatin?,in'an openly competitive situation as to how
many were guaranteed the business, such as we would have, if we had a séngle
franchise operation here. He went on to say that only one of these cities has
a franchise operation, Some cities had only one or two, but most of the larger
cities in Texas have three of four or more which are in competition for Bhese
non emargency type services. In summation what Mr. Goodman really wants to
know 1s which is better, multiple or single franchiss operation., Should it
be awarded to a single company or to several and give them a monopoly?

Mr, Levy said that the answer to Councilmember Goodman's question is

in the context of the Ordinance. He said that staff had tried to develop a
scheme that would insure the maximum possible 1imit, but quality of patient
care on these transfers. He also stated that staff's vecommendation to our
committee and &6 the Council 1s being able to put all the service in one pie,
such as franchisee, which would better insure a high quality of service, Mr,
Levy also added that the committge and staff had put in a great deal of time
on this Ordinance and wanted Council to be aware of that fact. Councilmember
Goodman was satigfied with Mr. Levy's answer.
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MR. CLYDE BOULIAN, the bwrier of Life Saver Emergency Medical Servide
talked about why the rates should be kept low, One reason he brought out is
the potential for diversification into other transfer markets. The reason
the ambulance service that get$ the feanchise should keep the rates as low as
possible is because there are so many other open markets for ambulance sewiice
in Travis County, in Hayes County, in Bexar County, and on up into Will{am-
son County. He went on to say that there are a lot of poténtial money making
projects, such as motorcycle tracks, rodeo arenas, horse races, football games,
etc., that will bring in outside money, There &s also first aid equipment of
many kinds to be sold, and any one that stays in the ambulance business for
venK Tong will branch out to some other fields to suppiement the income made
with their transfer service, The point Mr. Boulian was trying to make is that
the people who need the transfer service the most do not have that much money,
they are on fixed incomes, some on medicaid etc., so it is coming out of the
dederal government. The transfer service, he continued, as a business, had
1ittle expense in the way of overhead, and he feels that a living can be made
in the business, and sti11 keep the teansfer fee Tow.

.MR. JOHN MURRAY, EMS coordinator for Travis County, spoke next on the
specifics of Section 34-94-B, He said, "Travis and the City o€ Austin curecn
rently contract for emergency ambulance service in the area outside the city
Timits, but within the boundaries of Travis County. We've experienced over
the past two years of this contract multiple problems involved in multiple
responses, anywhere from two to three ambulances going on the same call.
Therefore Travis County 1s very supportive of the inclusion of section 34-94-B
in the Ordinance as wiitten by staff and the Quality Assurance Team. The
potential exists 1f one of these local companies does not get the franchise,
if a company from outside the City of Austin or Travis County comes in, the
potentsal 1s there to increase the mamber of resqonses, but if you bring ane
other ambulance company in, they have three ambulances that operate a portion
of the time d#ring the day, but what are they doing at night or when they are
not respomfing to transfers. The natural assumption would be that they have
to be rumning in order to make additional profits. They are going to be re-
:gonding to emergency calls in ghe City o€ Austin, so they will be competing

{th the City of Austin for emergency service in the county. At the present
time there is only one service available that offers advanced life support.
He also stated that as EMS coordinater for Travis County he is extremefz in-
terested at this point, because he would like &¢ see the citizens get the
best services avatlable. It is the county's contention that the best service
available 1s through the City of Austin EMS so'therefore the potential for
multiple responses {§ there if 34-98-B is included in the Ordinance it would
give Austin a means of at least controlling the franchise holder, s
their multiple responses. It would not 1imit that franchise holder to just
transfer service, they could still run emergency service, but they would clear
through Austin EMS dispatch who would determine whether or not Bhis was an
advence 1ife support call or if 1t was a ease where one ambulance was res-
ponding from a much greater distance than the other or 1n fact who has the
closest unit, It would need to be determined if it would be more advantagesus
to send a urit twelve miles from an accident in the county or one that is

only a few miles, This comes back to the prévate company recétving a call.
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There are many ways that the privafe company reclfives calls. Theee are mulgi-
t of wq;: that thay can recayve calls, If 34-94-B is included this gives
the dispstcher discretion as to whather or not a private company would make
the response or not,

- At this peint, Countilimember Himmelblau asked Mr. Murray how many pri-
vatﬁ-a&:g::las are in operition &t this time and Mr. Murray said that cur-
rently there are two. Of thase two,,blisRkhare responding to emergencies, was
Mr. Murray's understanding, but upon further discussfon and questions by
Codnciimember Mullen, 1t was determined that only one was in fact responding
to emergencies at this time.

MR. TOM CERTIS, rapresentin* Capital Ambulance, spoke, saying that his
concern on 34-94$b) s the way it 1s written. He stated he did not think that
anybody who had the franchése and wants to handle emergencies, can avoid dupli-
cations, Also the way the Ordinance {s written now a private company who had
the franchise would not vespond prior to calling EMS, 1n essence giving up
some or all of that business, He firther added that what they are trying to
work out, and have been unable to do, 1s a situation that would recoghiize the
realities and not penalize either perty. He suggested that they have the abil-
ity to go ahead and respond to any call that you get, as a private carrier
and a franchisee, but in any case 1nv01v1ng advanced life support, turn ghat
over to EMS immediately, let them transport.

Mr. Curtis went on to say that the Urban Transportation Commission
shared his concern, He said that they were concerned about both the wording
and the intent of 94-(b).

“Mr. Curtis discussed rates. He stated that the average of all those
rates that have been given to Council is a 1ittle over $43.50, ?1us possibly
amit Feage figure which would certainly increase the average of all transports.
He requested that Council congides this, At this qoint, CounciImember Mullen
asked Mr, Curtis to repeat what he considered a solution, Mr. Curtis said,
“as I understand it the City currently has a contract with EMS and the county,
and I am told that the contract requires the city to respond to every call it
gets in the county., If the franchise holder, by Ordinance, is required to
call EMS before 1t makes a run to the county and I suppose that in turn trig-
gers your contract, and makes EMS run into the county, which is obvious dupli-
cation, It seems to me that in most cases &f someone 1s out there with a
broken 1&g, he is not goin? toowant to wait for EMS to get there., A private
carrfer 1s perfectly capable of hgndlin? that cwll, therefore my proposed
solution 1s let the private make the call, as he will do anyway, put a re-
quirement in there, in other words eliminate duplication, replace it with a
re?uirement that he notify EMS on any advanced 11fe support calls he makes,
failing which would subject him to forfefture of his franchise.

Counciimember Mullen asked Mr. Bulloch to respond to Mr. Curtis'

statements. Mr, Bulloch said that the intent of the staff in section 34-94(b) |
is to allow EMS the ability tov respond to every emergency call in the county
Just as they do in the city, because you don't know the con@ition of the pa-
tient. He noted that the obligation of EMS {s to be able to respond to all
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calls, pltticularly those that are 1ite support fn nature,

Councﬂmember Goodman asked if a fiscal notechad been prepared on this
Ordinance. Mr, Bulloch answered he did not believe one was necessary. Coun-
cilmember Goodman told My, Bullach that he had asked for one informally last
¥:ek ?nd ::ceived some {nformal f1gures. This week he is asking for a prepared

scal note,

Motion - Died for lack of Second

CounciImember Goodman moved to close the public hearing and take no «
action until a fiscal note is submitted to Council. There was no second,

Motion
Mayor McClellan introduced the following ordinance:

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING CHAPTER 34 OF THE AUSTIN CITY CODE OF 1967 BY REPEALING
ARTICLE B AND IN LIEU THEROF SUBSTITUTING A NEW ARTICLE v, "EMERGERCY AMBULANGES
AND RRANSFER VEMICLES®; PROVIDING FOR A CHANGE IN DEFINITIONS; PROVIDING FOR

AREAS COVERED BY THE EMERGENCY SERVICES OF EMS; PROVIDING FOR AN EMS DISPATCHERS
PROVIDING FOR PRIVATE SERVICE REGULATION; PROVIDING FOR A FRANCHISE FOR TRANS- |
S FOR_APPLICATION, REVIEN AND HERRING FOR A TRANSFER SER-

VICE FRMB" BABVE DTN FOR TREUINES JRANGHESE AND A CONTRACT THEREFOR;

PASURANER Fga AR, ulmmeg ?n e, CAT Lo FOF, TNSPEC,
ANCEy PROVIDIN VA 1DE -

TION OF BOOKS' AND. & ’F:g DIKG FORAA SENEDULE OF RATES; 10ING FOR

1;-;*:\esmc;ss EQUIPMENT AND INSPECTION OF VEWICLES; PRO-
THE CITY; m mms" A"’ERFgmﬁsmggu %’““"’”%&n‘%?»ﬁ"?ﬁ_‘é"&lﬁ.
ING “ﬁrg PRATERBRYSEP tﬁg‘#&m OTVEBATES -
.‘”""“ DATE:"

Mayor Pro Tem Cooke moved that the Councﬂ close the public heard ng,
waive the requivemént for three ®eadings, declare an emergency and finally
pass the ordinance. The motion, seton d by Counctlmseber Himmelblau, carried
by the following vote:

Ayes: Maypr Pro Tem Cooke. Counciimembers Himmelblau, Mullen, Snell,
Trevino, Mayor McClellan
Noes: Councﬂmr Goodnan

The Mgyeor announced that the ordinance had been finally passed.

DAVENPORT RANCH M.U.D.

PAM GIBLIN, an attorney, dddressed the Council 1n the subject of
Davenport Manch Municipal ‘R . No, 1. She safd that the Environmental
Board asked that COunc1 1"defér constderation of the approach main question,

e
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but did not ask that they defer gonsideration of the Davenport Ranch MUD con-
sent request, She stated that she thinks {1t important for Council to unders
stand that the Davenport R{gﬁz has submitted two separate requests for action
¢rom Counci), Only one of $Wese submissions is up to date. Ms. Giblin went
onlto say that the other one Council can defer or delay becaase it is not really
related to this. She stated that they are here on this to ask for Council's
consent to the creation of a Municipal District within the extraterritorial
Jurisdiction of the City of Austin, The request that was filed in regard to
an appreach main is a separate mattdér and we don't have to go -that way to get
our water and sewer service, she said. Council can decide how we can get our
water and sewer and sewer service, it's not related to the MUD congiderstiion.
She went on to say that time is a big facter and would 1ike Council to act on
this as quickly as possible. .

MR. CORBY ROBERTSON, owner of the Bavenport Ranch, spoke next, saying
that the Davenport Ranch is tied in with the City of Austin, and the decision
as to how that property should develop, is now. It has been in the planning
gtage for a year he said, and he has met with various city departments and
provided them with information. and regeived feed back to try to meet the needss
of the community. A set of formal plans was submitted to Council concerning
MUD creations and financing of extengions of approsch mains both for water
and sewer service to the area., At that time it was agreed that consideration
would be delayed until October 26, 1978. The staff reports were late in com-
fng out so Counci} could not consider this matter. At the request of the city
staff in June of 1978, Mr. Robertson said a proposal was developed to serve
the area via oversized approach mmin, Theereason for this approach is that
the long term value 1s recognized. There are two main points that bear some
consideration from the Council, he added, and first is the financing mechanism.
The one that is being recommended 1s provided under state Taw and will result
in the highest quality develapment. The second important point that Council
will be interested in, he continued, is of %:owth in the area, He said that
{f it 1s & concern of the Council, an on-site water plant can be provided,
and sti1l a sewage extension underneath the lake. "Today we are coming to
you and asking you to consent ¢& the creation 66 a Municipal Utility District
githt;hauﬁame restrictions that you placed on the Anderson Mill Williamson

oun o

Counci Imenber Himmelblau cosménted that her feeléngs are that the only
way we are going to get quality devilopment beyond our capabilities in so*for
as ut{lities 1s through a MUD, and that she favors MUD wery wuch. However, ©
she said, :g;h;ve some policy that {s ccuﬁng to us from staff later on this
afternoon that she 1s not teo M gy with and needs more time to study, so
therefore she can't see any way that amy policy that is going to be before
the Council at this time can be voted on.

After discussion between Councilmember Mullen, Mr. Beal, and Mr. John-
son a motion was made,

¢
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Motion
CounciImember Goodman moved that thetCouncil postpone until December 7,
1978, consideration aranting consent of the C%&ﬁ of Austin to the creation of
the Davenport Ranch Municipal Utility District No. 1, and authorizing execu-

tion of a District Creation Agreemént. The motion, seconded by Councilimember
Trevino, carried by the following vote:

Ayes: Councilmember Goodman, Himmelblau, Mullen, Snell, Trevino,
Mayor McClellan :

Noes: None

Not in Council Chamber when roll was called: Mayor Pro Tem Cooke

POLICIES CONCERNING UTILITY DISTRICTS

A City Manager report on policies concerning utility districts was
postponed,

LAKE AUSTIN INTERIM CONTROLS

Council had before it a resolution to consider amending the 1978-79
Annual Budget Ordinance by transferring $17,961 from the general fund balance
to the budget of Engineering Department for the purpose of {mplementing Chap-
ter 29 of Austin City Code to apply to Lake Austin Interim Controls to
land that {s not being subdivided,

Counciimember Himmelblau asked for explanation on this because, "It
was my understanding after talking with Mr, Graves that he was willing to
start, even though we pisséd the ordinance, to see juft how much would be
developing out there wéthiout amending our budget. And I just don't want to
amend the budget new, and I didn‘t feel by adopting the ordinance that we
were commit¥higg to amend the budget. When we talked about i1t last week I
didn't expect to see {t back on our agenda until about the first of the yeat,
or with a report."

Mr. Homer Reed, Deputy City Manager stased, "That was not our under-
standing, At the public hearing on this ordinance three weeks ago, there was
an extensive discussion of the cost of enforcement. There's no way to demy
the costs, they are there, we qpansglt them down at that hearing as you will
reca11.“+he‘grﬁgina1 estimate was some $300,000.00 over a period of five
years. Countil amgnded the ordinance to require the owners to have their
engineers cértily onstruction 1s in accordance with the plans approved
bytthe City. That4gvé: the cost down to this $17,961.00 for the first year.
But that 1s the bare bones misimum that sémply must be met." Councilmember

Himmelblau said, *I know the money market is t1?ht and the interest rates high
and 1 don't believe in addin mgzagh%a::aff until we see what i§ going to be
$ and the

needed. We might go six weeks and thhe staff would come back and sgy they
cannot ¥ive on what they have. But I'm not willing to amend the budget the
day we pass an ordinghce.” Mr. Re¥d asked her, 1f economy is the problem, 1f
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she would 1ike ot recbnsider the ordinance. Counciimember Mullen thought they
needed to look at the economy as to how many en?ineers they need on &heicity
staff eight now. A conversation ensued concerning the economy, how to predict
what will be needed, and how long it takes to hire a qualified engineer.
Councilmember Himmelblau said: she wanted to see this tr¥ed for 6-8 weeks and
seeoggw 1} workd, and {f then they come back and want someéne she would have
no objection.

Mr. Davidson, City Manager, stated; "We did not initiate the idea for
this ordinance, And in connection with the fiscal note as to what is required,
we've told you what is required, A1l we want Council to understand is that we
cannot enforce the ordinance that has been adopted without any staff. If you
want us to hold uﬁ on enforcement of this ordinance, or withhold it until we
can come back with a more detailed study as to what we think is going to occur
under the ordinance and then return and see #f you want to continue with it,
we can do that, I'm not sure we can simply do what you've asked." Council-
member Muilen asked about the level of activity in the Engineering Department,
and Mr. Graves told him that in spite of the economy they were busier than ever
and have moved some personnel temporarily into the inspection field of sub-
division because they are having trouble keeping pace with the activity level.

Motion

Councilmember Mulléda moved that the Counitl delay action on the ordi-
nance for 60 days and watch the economy; 1f 1t doesn't slow down the ordi-
nance will be implemented, 1f 1t does slow down then other employees can be
moved into this area. The motion was seconded by Counciimember Himmelblau,

Mr. Graves pointed out lur1n? this period of time we have a lot of
drafting to do of procedures and guidelines and we would welcome not needing
to enforce it for a period of time,

Seyor Mcsiel, o niriduced the fo

Substitute Motion
Mayor McClellan introduced the following ordinance:

AN ORDINANCE TRANSFERRING $17,961 FROM WHE GENERAt FUND BALANCE TO THE BUDGET
OF THE ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT AND APPROPRIATING $17,961 FROM THE BUDGET OF THE
ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT FOR THE PURPOSE OF FINANCING PERSONNEL, OPERATION AND
MAINTENANCE, AND CAPITAL OQUTLAY EXPENSES NECESSARY TO ADMINISTER ORDINANCE NO.
781102-C (LAKE AUSTIN WATERSHED SITE DEVELOPMENT ORDINANCE); SUSPENDING THE
§HL5M2522§E$NG THE READING OF ORDINAMCES ON THREE SEPARATE DAYS; AND DECLARING

~ Councilmember Goodman moved that the Council waive the requirement-
for three readings, declare an,:::gzsgqy and finally pass the ordinance effec-
tive fmmpdiately, The motion, ve d by COunc11memger Trevino,-carried
by the following vote: ‘

Ayes: Councimembersi/EW#ES, Trevino, Mayor McClellan, Mayor Pro Tem
Cooke, Counctimembers Goodman, Himmelblau
Noes: Councilmember Mullen

E—
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Mayor McClellan asked Mr, Graves to exglain the implementation of the
ordinance, Mr. Graves told Council that it will take time, experience and
preparation and clrculation of Euidelines to the builders. He said they have
scheduled a person to begin work in January but 1f they have the usual degree
of success in #inding a yualified person, they will not have one by Januar
anyway. He said these people are scarce and hard to employ. Mayor McClellan
observed that they will have a delay even without a delay. Mr. Graves said
the first stage of the ordinance is review of plans and issuance of permits
which they plan to do with people they now have, When the work is begun, then
it will need someone in the field to inspect.

Further discussion took place, and Mayor Pro Tem Cooke advised Council
that from his exper1ence.‘the,avera¥: Tead time to hiee an engineer is 90
days., Councilimember Goodman commented that was why he does not want to see
implementation delayed, Mr, Graves said that the gotition is for an engineer's
assistant rather than an engineer; to which Mayor Pro Tem Cooke commented,
“They take 120 days to hire.,”

CRITERIA OF HISTORIC ZONING ORDINANCE

. Councilmember Himmelblau intrpduced an item to Council to instruct
the iandmark Commission to revise the Historic Zoning Ordinance making the
criteria more restrictive so that ao structure built after 1900 can be included
unless there are exceptivnal architectural features evident. She said that
she thought the Landmark Comsission should tighten up regulations, perticularly
regarding structures buiit aftg;é%ﬂbﬂ so that they would have to be architec-
turally significant before the hirilding would be eligible for “H" designation.

Motion

Gouncilmesber Himmelblau moved that the Counci] instruct the Landmark
Comeission 44 revise the Historic Zoning Ordinance making the critaria more
restrictive. g8 that no structure built agtar 1900 can be included unless there
are excaptional architectural features; and that bhkis should to to the Plan-
ning Commissfon within 60 days. The motion, seconded by Councilmember Good-
man, carried by the following vote:

Ayes: Councilmembers Snell, Trevino, Mayor McClellan, Mayor Pro Tem
Noes 3ook¢; Counctimenmbers Goodman, Hismelblau, Mullen
: None

MEDICAL ASSESTANCE PROGRAM FOR FOSTER GRAMDPARENTS

Councilmember Goodman gzﬁ!ﬂ that the Counctl include Foster Grand-
parents as Medica) Assdstance £11gibles since their Stipend should not be in-
cluded as wages according to Fedema) regulations, The wation, seconded by
Counci Imember Snell, carried bytthe folliowing vote: .

Ayes: Counctlmember Trévfﬁé. Mayor McClellan, Mayor Pro Tem Cooke,
gouncilmembers Goodman, Himmelblau, Mullen, Snell
Noes: None .




SKYCAPS AND CURB CHECK-IN AT AIRPQRT

Counc{imember Snell moved that the Council request a report of options
available for providing skycap and curbside check-in services at Municipal
Airqort. The motion, seconded by Councilmembér Trevino, carried by the
following vote:

Ayes: Mayor McClellan, Mayor Pro Tem Cooke, Counciimembers Goodman,
Himmelblau, Mullen, Swell, Trevino
Noes: None

SOUTH TEXAS PROJECT WORK SESSION

Counci1, by unanimous consent, set the date of Monday November 20, 1978
to travel to Houston for a werk session on the South Texas Project.

NOISE ABATEMENT ON MOPAC

Counci imember Mullen moved that the Council diréct staff to work with
State Hi ?hway rtment to develop joint agreement for noise abatement and
landscaping for MoPac Boulevard. The motion, seconded by Councilmember Snell,
carried by the following vote:

Ayes: Mayor Pro Tem Cooke, Couneilmembers Goodman, Himmelblau, Mullen,
N ?lne“' Teavino, Mayor McClellan
oes: None

DATE TO RECEIVE BUDGET AND C.I.P. POLICY STATEMENTS

_ Council had before 1t a vesolution to set a date to redetve the City

. Managers report on Budget and C,I.P. Policy Statements. Mayor WCTellan asked
Counci lmewbers to aive her thetr calendars on Monday November 13, so she can
detervirine a date when they will all be available.

LEGISLATIVE WORK SESSION

Counciimember Cooke and Counc!lmember Mullen introduced &n item from
Counci] to reset the date for the lsgisiative work session scheduled for
November 14, 1978, Mayor McClellan asked Counciimembers to §ive her their
c:guI i y rs ?v; :glmday. November 13, to she can determine a date when they will

THO CITY MANAGER REPBRTS POSTPONED

The c1t¥ Manager Report on the Subdivision Task Force will be brought
back to Councd} on November 18, 1978,
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The City Manager Report on the approved 1976-79 Annual Operating Bud-
ovémber 30, 1978.

get will be brought

ck to Council on

i" ANOBRNENT '
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Council adjourned {ts ﬁeetinj at 6:15 P.M,

ATTEST:

erk
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